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=. ol profels'd and maintain'd by the 
Eſtabliſh'd Church of England, 


IN THE 


kirſt of the Thirty Nine Articles of Religion: 
There is but One Living and True God, ever- 
laſting, without Body, Parts, or Paſſions ; of Infi- 
nite Power, Wiſdom and Goodneſs; the Maker, 
and Preſerver of all Things both Viſible and Invi- 
ſible; and in Unity of this God-head there be 
Three Perſons, of One Subſtance, Power and E- 

ternity ; the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. 
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. PT) Small Volume requires not along Pre- 
e face. Ihe Author of the follownng 

5 A e inſtead of making a tedious 
Apology for his appearmg in Publick, on behalf 


of the Truth, which he propoſes, hath this to 
offer, to them, who imqgine it to be of no Ma- 


ment to write on this Subject: They may let 


the Book alone. 

If any find fault, that be 1s a Nameleſs 
Writer; he anſwers, it does not follow that he 1s 
Poſſeſſed with the Spirit of Popery. Beſides, 
Matters axe not to be decided, by this or another 
Man's Opinion, much leſs by his Name: but 
by the ſtable Rule of Divine Revelation. Nor 
rs the Argumeut leſs concluſtve, becauſe offered 
* by an unknown Hund. The Features of a 

Man's Face, or the Garb he wears, add no 
Beauty to his Ideas. En 

The Author”s Retir d Life keeps him from 
being known, cxcept to a_tew. If this dath 
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not ſatisfy ; the Reader may pleaſe to know, 
that the Author has as good a Right to defend 
the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity, maintain- 


ed by the Eſtabliſhed Church, as others have 


to blaſphemne it: And he is ſure he 1s under OB. 
ligatrons to defend it, if the Bemgnity, and Mer- | 
cy of God the Father, of God the Son, 


| of God the Holy Ghoſt, can be ſud to bring 


bim under them : and conſequently that he acts 


upon a Principle of Gratitude, which -ought to 
offend none. | 
Iii it be ſaid, that he ought, rather, to have 


examined ſome late Writers, than to have 


named ancient, foreign, and, to many, unknown 
Hereticks : To this be replies, that the Method © 

he has taken, makes that eſtion needleſs, 
ſince there are None, who withm this laſt Cen- 


tury have advanced Noſtrums, but what are 


taken Notice of, under the Names of ſome anci- 
ent or later Infidels and Hereticks ; whoſe 


| Bodies and Memorics are turned to  Rotten- 
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CHAP. I. 


$ 1. The Subjef propoſed. g 2. Things preſuppoſed. 5 3. 
Cavils ought not to hinder Belief. 5 4 Some Things of- 
. fered for clearing the way to the Confideration of the Que- 


ſtion. 


N all Matters of Debate, it may 
well be enquired, whether what is 
propoſed be of Moment? This 
would cut off a multicude of Books 
written on Subjeti which are un- 
worthy to be conſidered ; or are of 
ſuch little Conſequence, as it is of 
ſmall import, on which fide the 
Caſe be determined. Some Things 
* are evidently of the ſublimeſt Na- 
ture; the Knowledge of them is no leſs Ornamental than Ne- 
ceſſary. To this Head I refer the 3 of God, ſince Sal- 
| I vation 


2 
vation is not tobe obtained by thoſe who wo no Koawledes * . 
of Him. Fhey who do nor worſhip God, cannot expect to be 
bleſſed. This is ſo evident that I do not think, the Man who 
denies ir, deſerves ro be diſputed with. He bath little of 
Chriſtianity who fhall cavil at it. Rom. x. 13, 14. ¶ hoſoever 
ſhall call upon the Name of the Lord ſhall be ſaved, How then 
ſhall they call on Him in whom they have not believed? And how 
ſhall they believe in Him of whom they have not heard? &c. 

It is by ſome aſſerted, that ro believe that in the Godhead, 
there are Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, [which Three are Divine 
diſtinct Principles of Operation, equal in Subſtance and Glory] 
is fo neceſſary, that whoſoever denies it, or is ignorant of it, 

cannor hope for Salvation, 
Others deny this Poſition. - I ſhall propoſe the Arguments 
| for it, and the Oljections againſt it, I know that Controverſies 
| are often times managed with much Heat, and Scurrility ſup- 
plwlies the place of Argument. I eſteem ſuch a Courſe fo baſe, 
[ that I ſhall induſtriouſſy avoid reflecting on the Reputation of 
| any Man living, as far as relates to his Morals ; tho' I ſhall nor 
eſteem my diſcovering the Weakneſs of his Reaſon to be any 
Violation of the Rules of Charity; that being a Marter in 
which this is no ways concerned. | 
| 0 2. The Queſtion then is, Whether a Man who denies, or 
is iꝑnorant of this Doctrine of the Trinity, can be ſaved 7 

f That I may proceed in an intelligible manner, I ſhall * 
j don ſome Things which I ſhall now rather ſuppoſe, than go 
about to prove; becaule, here, I look on them to be ſo evident, 

{ that it will be needleſs ro debare them; in this Diſcourſe, 

1. I do now ſuppoſe that rhe Scriptures of the Old and New 
Teſtament are of Divine Inſpiration and Authority: They 
who deny this are not the Perſons, with whom I am diſputing 
at this Time. Their Opinion about this Article is of no value. 

2. The Scriprures do inform us what we are to believe _ 
| praiſe, in order to Salvation. 
| 3. No Queſtion can be made, bur that ſome Things are ne- 
| . ceflary to be believed, in order to Salvation. For inſtance, 
} The Being and Providence of God. Heb. xi. 6. But witbout 
f Faith it is impoſſible to pleaſe him, for he that comes to God muſt 
believe that he is, and that he is a Rewarder of them that diligent- 
ly feek, him. 
| They who conrend that the Fundamental Articles of Reli- 
| gion are very few, yet allow that ſome ſuch there are, which if 


unknown or nor received, hinder Salyation. I'ſhall nor now 
debate their number. f | 
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I think none will be ſo vain as to ſay, there are nor ſome 
Things in the Scripture, which we may be ignorant of, with- 
out the Hazard of the Loſs of Eternal Glory, The meaning 
of ſundry Paſſages in Ezekzel is ſtill to be ſought for. The 


ſmutty Comments of a certain Critick on the Canticles, have 


not illuſtrated that part of Holy Mit. I cannot tell whether I 
ſhall paſs quietiy, if I add, that we are to believe Things which 
are aſſerted in the Scripture, rho' we cannot comprehend them. 

Of chis Nature is the Doctrine of the Reſurrefion of the Dead. 

$ 3. The Cavils, which may be raiſed againſt any Articles of 
Religion, rho' rhe Sophiſtry is nor preſently diſcovered, oughr 
not to prevail with a Chriſtian to reject any part of his Creed: 
For then it would follow, that the moſt obvious Things in Na- 
ture muſt be laid aſide. What is more evident than Motion ? 
Zeno diſpured thus, Mhatever is moved either is moved in that 
Place where it is, or in that Place where it is nut: But it not 
moved in the Place where it is, nor in that Place where it not. 

Therefore (is de ri K] nothing is moved. Epiphan. Vol. 1. 

1087. | 

5 I ſuppoſe no Man will be ſo fooliſh as to deny Motion, be- 
cauſe he hath aor ſuddenly an Anſwer to ſuch Sophiſtry, 

Tho' we can indeed demonſtrate certain Propoſitions to be 
true, yer it is impoſſible for us to comprehend or frame any 
adequate or compleat Idea of the manner bow. the Things ſo 
demonſtrated can be: When once a Propoſition is clearly de- 
monſtrated to be true, it ought not ro diſturb us, that perhaps 
there be perplexing Objections on the other ſide, which for 
want of adequate Ideas of the manner of the Exiſtence of the 
Things demonſtrated, are nor eaſy to be cleared. | 

Furthermore, if rhe Objections againſt a Doctrine appear 
not of the ſame Weight with the Arguments, by which it is 
ſupported, it's a Folly ro renounce ir, on the account of the 
Exceprions made againſt ir, | 

5. 4. | Thar-what I propoſe may be placed in a ſuitable 
Light, I would lay down the following Remarks. | 

I, By Salvation I intend the Eternal Bleſſedneſs of the Fu- 
ture State; which conſiſts in being delivered from everlaſtin 
Miſery, and the Enjoyment of perpetual Felicity. 896 

2. This Salvation is not granted to all Men. 

3. There are certain Terms on which Salvation is offered. 

4. Whatever Principles muſt be embraced, in order to our - 
complying with the Terms of Salvation, are Fundamental Ar- 
ticles of Faith; rhe denying or . ignorance of which, exclude 
2 Man from a Title to Salvation. | 

| B 2 Theſg 
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Theſe Things premiſed, that which T undertake to prove is, 
that the Doctrine of the Trinity is ſo neceſſary to be believed, 
that a Man who denies it, or is ignorant of it, cannot be ſaved. 
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| CHAP. II. 

G. 1. The firſt Argument; Chriſt true God. $. 2. Same 
Eſſence with the Father. F. 3. Denying the Nn is 
denying the True God. 5. 4. He who denies the Trinity, 
hath not the True God for his God, F. 5. The Belief of 
the Trinity neceſſary to conſtitute" a Chriſtian Man: Of 
the Sacrament of Baptiſm. F. 6. Of Chriſt's Baptiſm. 

98. 7. God-head of the Father, of the Son, and of the 
Holy Gheſt. $.8 Baptiſm further confidered. F. 9. 
Obſervations on the Command, In the Name, c. $ 
10. Baptized unto Moſes. F. 11. In the Name 


of the Holy Ghoſt. $. 12. Of Creatures being joyned 
with God. . | A 


1 THAT Doctrine, the Belief of- which the Scripture 
| declares to be neceſſary to Eternal Life, muſt be re- 
ceived, or a Man cannot be ſaved. But the Doctrine of the 
Trinity is that Doctrine, the Belief of which the Scripture 
declares to be neceſſary to Eternal Life: Therefore the Do- 
l of the Trinity muſt be received, or a Man cannot be 
aved. | 
I preſume the major Propoſition will not be denied by them, 
With whom I am now managing the Debate. : 
There is an Ignorance that is of the moſt pernicious Conſe- 
quence, it being followed with Perdition, Hoſea iv. 6- The 
Knowledge of God is neceſſary to Eternal Life. John xvii. 3. 
And this is Life Eternal, that they might know thee, 'the only true 
Ged, and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou haſt ſent. He does not ſay, The 
| Father only is the True Ged, excluſive of the Son and Holy Ghoſt ; 
bur that the Father is the only true God. And if the Father be 
ſo, the Son muſt neceſſarily be ſo, as being of the ſame Sub- 
ſtance, and having the ſame effential Title of Febovah, as 1 
ſhall ſhew in the Sequel, | 4 
Chriſt aſſerts, there is One only True God, This is not oppo- 
ſed by the Adverſary. He alfo declares, that it's neceſſary to 


Erernal Life, that a Man ſhould have a Knowledge of the 
Only Tru Ged, CO RAY "AO This 


| 


5 £5) 

This Text is far from Being a Proof of otily the Ertrnal 
Father's being God, excluſive of the Son and Holy Gboſt: fbr 
Only is joyned with che True God, not with the Father; by 
which it appears, that ro ſay only the Father is true God is 
a groſs Miſtake, fince in another place Ohbriſt is called 
the True God, 1 Job. v. 20, 5 4e One, the True God and 
Erernal Life. The Scriprure thus reaching us ro believe thar 


the Knowledge of the Father, and of the Son is Eternal Life, 
does therein teach us that the Doctrine of the Trinity is ne- 


ceſſary to Eternal Life; for Jeſus Chriſt is here made equal 
with the Father ; fince the 8 of him is as truly and as 
much Life Eternal, as the Knowledge of rhe Eternal Father. 
Thar Knowledge, which hath an Apoſtle, Propher, or Angel 
for irs Object, or any mere Creature, is not Eternal Life. 

I conclude therefore that Feſus Chriſt is more than a Crea- 
ture, the Eternal Son of the Eternal Father, Tt the Father, as 
ſuch, be Eternal, the Son muſt neceſſarily be /; for Relates 
always ſubſiſt together. | AL 2 

9. 2. Moreover when Chriſt is called the Ouly begotten Son of 


God, it implies that he is the ſame in Eſſence with the Father. 


The Fews; who did not acknowledge Feſus to hade a Divine Na- 
ture, charged him with Blaſphemy, for equalizing himſelf with 


God: John v. 18. Then the Jews ſought the more to kill him, be- 


cauſe he not only had broken the Sabbath; | but ſaid alſo that Gad 
was his Father, making bimſelf equal with God. Certainlj our 


Lord would have ſhown them the Truth, if he had not been 


equal with God the Father; and have told them that they miſ- 

conſtrued his Words. 2 
They have unworthy Thoughts: of um: i who ſuppoſe, h 

ſhould not have rectified the: ig Prict, when he took Chriſt's 


Words in this Senſe; Matthaxx vb, 63, 64, 65. But Feſus beid 
"bis Peace, and the High Prirſt unſered and ſaid unto him, I adijure 


thee by the Living God, that thou tell us whether thou be Chriſt the 
Son of God, Feſus ſaith unto him, thou haſt ſaid: Nevertheleſs I 


ſay unto you, hereafter ſhall ye ſee the Son of Man fitting on the + 


Right Hand of Power, and coming in the Clouds of Heaven ; then 
the High Prieſt rent his Clothes, *. he bath ſpoken Blaſphemy; 
what further need have we of Witneſſes? Behold now ye have 
beard his Blaſphemy. In this Senſe the Sanhedrim underſtood the 
Words of Jeſus, and not believing them, they impured Blaſphe- 
my-unto him. | t 
Now if there be in the Godbead, a Father and Son, both 
neceſſary to be known in order to Eternal Life; it will hardly 
be denied that the Holy Ghoſt is alſo God, fince no Man can ſay 
Jeſus is Lord but by the H. Ghoſt, 1 Cor. xii. 3. It 


Ca) 


Ir being Life eternal, to know rhe nh true God, it will fol- 


tow they who deny the Trinity, cannot be ſaid to have nn 
Life. 


63. To proceed. He, who does not acknowledge the une 


God, cannot be ſaved, Bur he who denies, or is ignorant of 


et of che Trinity, doth not acknowledge the true 
That Man, who doth not own hot true God, cannor be ſaid 
to comply with the Terms of Life, on which Salvation is offe- 
red; for he who faſhions a God our of his own Thoughts, can 
have no other for the Object of his Truſt and Hope, and De- 
votion, than an Idol of his own framing. The Heatheus do 
evidence this Truth: For, notwithſtanding they, by the Light 
of Nature, might diſcover there was an Almighty Power, and 


God- head, yet they had bur very unbecoming Thoughts of the 


eternal Being, and in their Deductions from the Works of Cre- 
ation, they fell into many groſs Errors, inconſiſtent with thoſe 
Apprehenſions, which the Scripture, and Reaſon enlightened 
by the Divine Oracles, reach us we ought to have of the firit 
and wiſeſt of Beings. 

Now, that he who denies, or is ignorant of the Trinity in 
the God - head dorh not acknowledge the true God, will appear; 
if we conſider, that the true God hath thus revealed himſelf, 


as re the Manner of his ſubſiſting. 


The Scriprure repreſents the Union of the Father and Son 
in che God-head, fo as that he who knows not the one, is ignorant 
of the other; and he who ſees the one, ſees the other. Jobn 
XIV. 9. 

Where there is no right Knowledge of the Father, Men wil 
be led ro the moſt pernicious Doings, Fobn xvi. Theſe thi 
will they do unto you, becauſe they baye not known the Father, nor 
me, There is no right K of (God the Father, — 
our Thoughts exclude God the Son. For as there is no ſaving 
Diſcovery (ſo will I venture to call the Diſcovery ) made of 
the Father but by the Son, who has, in his Word, revealed 
the Father (Marth. xi. 27.) ſo no Man can give thar Honour 
ro the erernal Father, who does nor. give. the ſame Honour to 
the Son, which is due to the Father, John v. 23. That all Men 


ſhould dne the Son, even as they honour the Father; he that ho- 


noureth not the Son, honoureth not the Father which bath ſent him, 
He, who does not aright honour God the Father, cannot be 


| Javed; but he that does not honour the Son equally with the 


Father, does not aright honour God the Father: Therefore ſuch 


an one cannot be ſaved. By which it appears, that he who 
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»fol- does not believe the Doctrine of the Trinity cannot be ſaved; 
ernal for he denies an equal Honour to the Son, with what is owing 
> to the Father. * : | . Te 
trne The Belief, and Profeſſion of that Belief, of rhe God-head 
at of of the eternal Father, are a principal Branch of the Honour due 
true to him. Not can there be a greater Diſhonour to either Father 
obor Son, than that of denying their God-head. | 
ſaid What can we thiok of the Glory which Chri# had with the 
offe- Father before the World began, Fobn xvii. 6. which was eter- 
„can nal, and muſt therefore be the God- head? For nothing but God 
De- is eternal. 4 TY man 
is do Beſides che Rule for Worſhip, John v. 23. would, in all Pro- 
ight bability have been, Honour the Son, but not yon bonour the FA. 
and tber, if Chriſt had not been the ſame God with the Father. 
f the 6 4. It may furthermore be argued, That he who hath nor 
Cre- © the true God for his God, is not entituled to eternal Liſe. 
hoſe Z But he who denies the e not the true God for his, 
ened God, and conſequently no Title Meternal Life, ſince it's only 
firſt in, and by his Son, that God the Father appears a God of ever- 
lllaſting Mercy to Sinners. & ile wa 
„ in Now, to deny the Trinity is to deny Chrift, and that deter- 
ear; mines, that a Man hath not a Title to char Bleſſedneſs, which 
elf, is revealed in the Goſpel, wherein God engages to be their God 
.. * and Father, who are under the Covenant of Grace, 2 Cor. vi. 
Son 16, 17. What is declared is very plain, 1 John v. 11, 12. And, 
rant thun us the Record. that God hath given to us eternal Life, and this 


1 not the Son of God, hath not Life, | 


declared, that God had given a Record (-) or Witneſs. 
= Ir is plain, 1 John v. 7. There are three that bear Record (or Wit 
= neſs). in Heaven, and theſe three are one. In the 11th Verſe, he 
2 declares what the Record was, which the Father, Word and 
Holy Ghoſt bore. | B 


5 5 1 NS els +. 
VCC 
oy © LANE 2 FLA RL 1 DUES SPI RIDE, FRIES 1 7 


070 


Life # in by Son; be that hath the Son bath Life, and he that hath. 


Theſe Words evidently imply, that the: Apoſtle had before 


We may as well reject all the Chapter, as the 7th Verſe. Aud 


F by a like Courſe of Management, caſt off the Authority of the 


three Epiſtles, and Goſpel of this Apoſtle. A compendious Way 
to finith a Debate] Bur unleſs we do thus, the Place muſt ne- 
ceſſarily remain as we have it; which an ingenious Gentleman 
has ſhewn in two Letters ro Dr. Bently. And it's a better Ar- 


3 gument, ro prove the Genuineſs of che eh Verſe, than they 


ho are otherwiſe minded, can produce in Favour of their 


Opinion. 
the Truth of the Text, as oppoled to Interpolation. 


] ſhall hereafter reſume the Queſtion, relating to 


Whar 


— 


What I have inſiſted on, is, that to deny the Trinith, is to N 


deny Christ, which excludes a Man from eternal Life, as not 

having a right Knowledge of the true God. 8 
For, as Janchy * obſerves, They who deny the Father, deny 

the true God, and leave us no Object of Adoration. How can 


he be an eternal Father, who hath not an eternal Son? It is 


therefore aſſerted, agreeably to the Principles laid down by the 
Prophets and Apoſtles, that there is no true God the Father, 
if there be not true God the Son, alike eternal with the Father. 


For, ſuch as the Son is, ſuch is the Father. If the Son be not 
eternal, the Father is not eternal. They who will not have tbe 


Son to be the eternal God, cannot be ſaid to own the Father 
robe fo. Thus the Enemies of the Trinity are Overthrowers 
of the God- head, and thereby uncapable of Salvation, whilſt 
they continue under the Power of ſuch Principles. 

5. I proceed to offer another — . 
_ I have underrook to gęfend. Thar Doctrine, the Be- 
l 


ef of which is neceſſary to Hnſtitute a Chriſtian Man, is ne- 


ceſſary to Salvation. Bur the Doctrine of the Trinity is that 
Doctrine, the Belief of which is neceſſary to conſtitute a Chri- 
ſtian Man. | * * a 

As to the former Part of the Syllogiſm, it is too well ground - 
ed to be called in doubt, unleſs the Scriptures, which declare 
what Things are neceſſary to be embraced, that we may be- 
come the Diſciples of Feſus Chrift, be denied. 5 

It is not my preſent Buſineſs, to demonſtrate the Divine O- 
riginal of the ſacred Volume; but (taking that for granted) I 
am to prove, that unleſs a Man do believe the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, he is not a Chriſtian, and conſequently, that it's ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation thus ro believe. I ſay then, that which is 
neceſſary to be believed, in order to the Adminiſtration of the 
Sacrament of Baptiſm, is neceſſary to conſtitute a Chriſtian 
Man; that being the initiating Ordinance of which Men are 
ro partake, in order to their being, in a ſettled Manner, pro- 
feſſed Diſciples of Chri#. 

Thar it may appear, that the Belief of the Doctrine of the 
Trinity is neceſſary, in order to the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, 
I appeal to the Commiſſion, Matth. xxviii. 19. Go ye therefore, 
and teach all Nations, baptizing them in the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. I know, that to elude the 
Force of the Argument, the Adverſaries cavil at the Place, as 


* Epiſt. Ded. ad A. E. Grindallum, 


8 


— — 


roof of the pro- 
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not genuine, but they may as well object againſt the two firſt 
Verſes of the Goſpel, and indeed againſt every Text of Scrip- 
ture which pleaſeth them not, as corrupred ; which would be a 
deſperate Shift. . | 

Now [ appeal to any who believe the Integrity and Purity of 
the Seriprure, whether a Man who diſciples others to Chriſt, 
and they who are diſcipled, ought nor to believe there are Fa- 
ther, Son and Holy Spirit ? ” 

To be baprized in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghoſt, implies, that the Adminiſtrarion is by Vertue 
of Authority from the Three, and a being devoted to the Service 
of each of the ſacred Three. As to our being devoted to God 
the Father therein, no Diſpute can, fairly, be made. 

As to our being devoted to the Son, it is evidently implied, 
Rom. vi. 3, 4. Kyow ye not, that ſo many of us as were baptized 
into Feſus Chriſt, were baptized into his Death? Therefore we are 
buried with him by Baptiſm into Death, that like as Chriſt was 
raiſed up from the dead, by the Glory of the Father, even ſo we alſo, 
ſhould walk in Newneſs of Life. 

The like may be ſaid, with reſpect to the Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor. 
ili. 16, 17, Know ye not, that ye are the Temple of God? And that 
the Spirit of God dwelletb in you? if any Man defile the Temple of 
God, him ſhall God deſtroy ; for the Temple of God is holy, which 
Temple ye are. The Temple was dedicated to that God, who 
was Creator of Heaven and Earth, who was the God of Iſrael, 
having brought them our of Az ypr, and who, by Vertue of 
that Dedication, became the eſpecial Proprietot of the Edifice. 
In it he reſided, and it would have been groſs Idolatry ro have 
conſecrated it to any other Being. Now, Chriſtians are dedi- 
cared to the Holy Ghoſt, who therefore is God, and who is to be 
glorified by the redeemed People, 1 Cor. vi. 19, 20. What, 
know ye not, that your Body is the Temple of the Holy Ghoſt, which 
1 in you, which ye have of God, and ye are not your own? for ye are 
bought with a Price, therefore glorify God in your Body, and in your 
Spirit, which are God's. 3 

A being thus devoted to the Son and Holy Ghoſt, doth im- 
ply in it, that they are God; Since it would be Blaſphemy 
thus to unite the Names of any Creature, with the Name of 
the ever bleſſed God. If this be not an Honour peculiar to 
God, why doth the Apoſtle ſo carefully debate the Matter with 
the Corinthians about their not being baptized in his Name? 
1 Cor. i. 13. b | 

$ 6. In order to illuſtrate this Argument drawn from our 
being baptized in the Name of rhe Father, and of the Son, _ 
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of the Holy Ghoſt, I ſhall conlider the Baptiſm of Cini. In 
it, the three Perſons of the God-head did reveal themſelves. 


The Father, by a Voice from Heaven; the Sen, by hearing a 
Voice declaring him to be the Son of God ; the Holy Gheſt, by 
deſceading in the Form of a Dove. 

Baptiſm is commanded to be adminiſtred in the Name of 


theſe Three, after the Partern of Chriſi's Baptiſm, who repre- 


ſented the whole Church of God, ſnewing what Benefits we 
may expect from him. | 


Now, there is an inſeparable Connection berween being 
baptized in the Name of the Trinity and Adoration; Chriſt dorh 


therefore require us to adore the Father, and the Son, and the Holy. 


Spirit, when he does enjoin us to be baptized in the Name of 
the three Perſons as one God, ſince God only is the Object of 


| Adoration. When Chriſt was about to aſcend into Heaven, hav- 


ing accompliſhed what he had to do in Suffering and Obedi- 


ence on Earth, he expreſly commands the Apoſtles to admini- 
ſter the Sacrament, and requires, that the ſame ſhould be con- 


tinued to the End of the World. es 
The firſt Inſtitution of Baptiſm, was nor, at this Time, for 
three Years before John Baptiſt did adminiſter this Ordinance. 
And Bapriſm was of old, from Time immemorial appointed 
for Preſelytes, when admitted into the Church, 
The Apoſtles did alſo before Chriſt's Aſcenſion adminiſter it, 
John iv. 2. Tho" Feſus himſelf baptized not, but bu Diſciples. 
The Words of the Inſtitution are expreſly ſer down, that the 
Apoſtles might not conclude that it was temporary, and topical 
in the Land of Canaan only, | | 
It was the laſt Will and Teſtament of the Redeemer before 
his Departure into the inviũble and eternal World. 
Furthermore, the myſterious Doctrine of the Trinity being 
more clearly revealed in the New Teſtament by the Incarna- 
tion of the Son of God; therefore in the Ordinance of Baptiſm, 


which is the initiating Sacrament, the diſtindti Mention of the ö 


Divine Perſons was made in the Solemn Promulgation of the 
Ordinance. | 
$-7. Two Things are evident in this Text ( Matth, xxviil. 


19.) The firſt is the real and true Deity of the Father, and of | | 


the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. | 
Ir is thus argued, The Being, in whoſe. Name we are bap- 
rized, is the true God; But the Father, the Son, and the Holy 


Spirit, are the Being in whoſe Name we are baptized: There- 


fore the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt are the true God. 


The Propoſition will appear true, if we conſider What bap- | 
j _ tizing Þ 
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tizing in the Name of the Farther, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghoft, imports. Acts ii. 38. Then Peter ſaid unto them, kepent, 
and be ibaptized every one of you in the Name of Feſus Chriſt, for 
the Remi ſſion of S ins, and ye ſhall receive the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt. 

It implies a Command from God, and therein, that it was 
inſtituted by him, not by any Creature. He who inſtituted 
Baptiſm is the true God; bur the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt inſtirured Baptiſm; therefore the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghoſt are true God. None bur God may inſtitute Sa- 
craments, becauſe he alone can confer the Bleffings fignified and 
ſealed therein, 

That Bapriſm is a Sacrament, in a ſtrict Senſe, is not to be 
doubred. | et 

Now, it being peculiar to the true God ro inſtitute a Sacra- 
ment, it follows, that the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt 
are God; becauſe theſe three concur in the Inſtirurion, as is evi- 
dent in the Tex: (Matth. xxvili. 19.) Moreover he who is in- 
voked, that the Parry baprized may be Parraker of the Grace 
and ſpiritual Benefirs ſignified in Baptiſm, one of which is the 
Heirſhip of eternal Life, is God, the true God. For none but 
God may be thus adored, exc/ufive of all others, Deut. vi. 13. 
Thou ſhalt fear the Lord thy God, and ſhalt ſerve him, and ſhalt 
ſwear by bis Name. Matth. iv, 10. Then ſhalt worſhip the Lord 
thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. Luke iv. 8. Rev. xix. 10. 
worſhip God, Rev. xxii. 9, then ſaid he ro me, Cc. worſhip God. 
But each Perſon in the Trinity is thus invoked in Baptiſm. 

F 8. In this Sacrament there is a Teſtification, concerning 
the Covenant of Grace, which God enters into with the Per- 
ſon baptized, I do baptize thee in the Name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Spirit, q. d. I do ſolemaly teſtify, and 
confirm it, that this Water, upon which the Name of God 1s 
invoked, according to his Appointmenr, is not bare Water, but 


a Sacrament. And therefore! witneſs, that by the Application 


of this Water, in the Name of the Holy Trinity, the Father re- 
ceives thee into Favour, and the Sen doth waſh rhee by his 
Blood from Sin, and accept thee as an Heir of eternal Life, and 
that the Holy Gho# does regenerate and renew thee to eternal 
Life, and chat he will take thee ro be his Temple, Mark ix. 39, 
There is no Man which ſhall do a Miracle in my Name, that can 
lightly ſpeak Evil of me. 1 Cor. vi. it. But ye are waſhed, but ye 
are ſanttified, but ye are juſtified in the Name of our Lord Feſus, 


! and by the Spirit of of our God. To be waſhed (or baptized) in 


the Name of Chriſt, is the ſame as ro be purified from the 
Guilt of Sin. The Holy Gho# as well as Chrift, is the Author of 
| C 3 our 
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our being purified, as ro Sanctification, as well as with Refe- 
«rence to Juſtification, He who purifies us in Baptiſm, is the 
principal Cauſe of our Juftification and Sanctiſication. Bur the 
Son and Holy Spirit do purify us in Baptiſm, the Son and the 
Holy Spirit are the principal Cauſe of our Juſtification and 

Sanctification. Juſtiſication is an Act of God, Rom. viii. 33. 
It is God that jaſtiſietb. Therefore by theſe Texts compared, 
the Son and Holy Spirit are true God, 

Again, he who enters into Covenant with the Perſon bap- 
tized, purifies him from Sin, and makes him an Heir of eter- 
nal Life, is the true God; this appears to be ſo, inaſmuch as all 
theſe Things, taken collectively, agree not ro the inſtrumental, 
but to the chief and firſt Cauſe of our. Salvation, which is God 
alone. I/. xlv. 21, 22. Take Counſel together, who hath declared 
ths from ancient Time, who hath told it from that Time, have not 
I the Lerd? And there js no God elſe beſides me, a juſt God and a 
Saviour, there i none beſide me: look, unto me, and be ſaved all tho 
Ends of the Earth, for I am God, and there us none elſe. 

Hol. 1. 7. But Iwill have Mercy upon the Houſe of Judah, and 
will ſave them by the Lord their God, and will not ſave them by 
Bow, nor by Sword, nor by Battle, nor by Horſe, nor by Horſemen z 
plainly declaring, that he who is the Saviour is Fehovab, 

As Circumcifion was a Sign of the Covenant between the 
true God and the Perſon circumciſed, Gen. xvii. 7. I will eſta- 
bliſh my Covenant between me and thee, and thy Seed after thee, in 
their Generations for an everlaſting Covenant, to be a God unto thee, 
and to thy Seed after thee. Rom. iv. 11. And he received the Sign 
of Circumciſion, a Seal of the Righteouſneſs of the Faith, which he 
had being yet uncircumciſed, that he might be the Father of all them 
that believe, tho they be not circumciſed, that Righteouſneſs may bs 
imputed to them alſo. 

Baptiſm in the New Teſtament ſucceeds to Circumciſion, 
Col. ii. 11, 12. In whom alſo ye are circumciſed with the Circum- 
ciſion made without Hands, in putting off the Body of the Sins of 
the Fleſh, by the Circumciſion of Chriſt: Buried with him in Bap- 
tiſm, wherein aiſo you are riſen with him, through the Faith of the 
Operation of God, who hath raiſed him from the dead. Nou, upon 
Baptiſm, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt do take the 
Perſon into the Covenant of Grace, they are therefore THE 
ONE and TRUE GOD. 

To this add, the Perſon baprized is, by Vertue thereof, o- 
bliged to obey him into whoſe Name he is baptized : this is 
collected from Gal. iii, 27. For as many of you as have been bap- 
fixed into Cbriſt hgue put on Chriſt, 
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Divine Honour ought to be paid ro none but the true God, 
Ia. xlii. 8. I am the Lord, that u my Name, and my Glory will 
I not give to another, neither my Praiſe to graven Images. A 
Conſequently, he to whom Divine Honour is indiſpenſibly 
owing, and to be paid, ro him the Divine Nature appertains, 
thar being the Foundarion on which Divine Honour is yielded; 
in Baptiſm, rhe Perſon baptized is bound to give Divine Ho- 
nour to the Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy Ghoſt. 
This proves the three Perſons to be eſſentially Gad. Th 
Moreover, the Diſtinction of the three Perſons is in like 
Manner eſtabliſhed in the Words of Inſtitution, Matth. xxviii. 
19. as will appear in the Sequel. 4 
$9. We ovghr, here, to obſerve, that in giving the Com- 
mand about Baptiſm, Chriſt doth not ſay in the NAMES in 
the plural Number, but in the Næme, that it might appear that 
the Name and Nature of God agree to each of the Perſons. We 
are not baptized in the Name of the Father, by the Son, in the 
Holy Spirit, as the Arzans, of old expreſſed themſelves: Who 
did thus to ſignify their Belief of the Inequality of the Perſons. 
It looks as if they did, in their Conſciences, think the Form of 
Baptiſm, inſtituted by Chriſt, did teach the Equality of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. The Son and 
Holy Spirit are ſo joined in Baptiſm, that we are as much and 
as truly baptized in the Name of the one, as of the other, and 
conſequently, they are equal in Power and Glory. Moreover, 
when Chriſt gave the Commiſſion, he declared, al Power was 
given to him in Heaven, and in Earth, Mat xxviii. 18. Bap- 
tiſm then is nor adminiſtred in his Name, as a Servant, 
but as a Sovereign Lord, who is of equal Power with the Fa- 
ther. The Words, Marth. xxVviil. 19. . 75 620ug F mugs 3 
S vis rd ayiv mrvugr®», are very empharical : They ſhew 
there is a more than tmaginaryDiſtin&ion between the three Per- 
ſons. The Article 7# prefixed to each juſtifies the Remark, And 
the Copulative 9, twice repeated makes the Sen and Holy Spi- 
rit equal in the Adminiſtration of this Sacrament, with the E- 
ternal Father, | | 
Beſides, if we compare this with other Texts of Scripture, 
we ſhall find an Equality of Perſons, inaſmuch as they are ſaid 
to beſtow the Bleſſing, which are fignified and ſealed in Bap- 
rim. Firſt, we read concerning God the Father, Tie. iii. 5. 
Not by Works of Righteouſneſs which we have done, but according' 
to his Mercy he bath ſaved uw by the waſhing of Regeneration,” and 
renewing of the Hely Ghoſt, which he bath ſhed on us abundantly, 
thro” Jeſus Chriſt our Saviaur. 2 | ö 
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Ooncerning the Son, Eph. v. 26, That he might ' {unfifie and 
Cleanſe it (i. e. the Church ) with the waſhing of Mater ""_— 
Word. 

Thirdly, Concerning the Holy Spirit, Fob iii. 5. Foſus an- 
wer ed, verily, verily, I ſay unto thee, Except k Man be born of 
Water and of the Spirit, be cannot enter into the Kingdom of God. 
Theſe ſpiritual Bleflings are of ſuch a Nature, as none but 
God can beſtow them, For that Reaſon we conclude, rhe Son, 
_ the Holy Ghoſt to be of the ſame Nature, with God the 
Father, 

The Concluſion from theſe Promiſes cannot fairly be denied, 
viz. the Belief of this Doctrine of the Trinity is neceſſary to 
conſtitute a Chriſtian Man, and thereupon neceſſary to Sal- 
vation. 

$ 10, Ir's but ſlender arguing from the Iſraelites being bap- 
tized unto Moſes, x Cor. x, 2, 4e +. Meri, which is explained 
in the latter Part of the Verſe in the Cloud and in the Sea, 
which intimates, that God, by giving the I/raclites a ſafe Paſ. 
ſage thro' the Red Sea, and protecting them with his Cloud, 
did confirm the Truth of Meoſes's Doctrine, and laid them un- 
der an Obligation to believe the Prophet, which was ſent 
from that God who owned them for his redeemed People. 

This was figurative, to repreſent our ſpiritual Redemption 
by Chri#t, and the Obligations we are under to ſerve him. 

It is further urged, that it is nor ſaid they were baptized 
into (or in) the Name of Moſes, And there is a remarkable 
Difference between the Bapriim of the Pins at the Red Sea, 
and the Baptiſm of Chriſtians. 

1. That was not by a folemn Inſtitution, but it was an Event 
of Providence, figurative of the Salvation by the Meſſias, more 
clearly; hereafrer, ro be revealed. 

2. God gave no Command, that Men ſhould be baprized in 
the Name of Moſes to the End of the legal Oeconomy. 

3. In Baptiſm we conſider, 

_ Firſt, The God in whoſe Name it is adminiſtred. 

Secondly,” The Perlon who adminiſters it. 

Thirdly, The Perſons that have it adminiftred to them. 

This will ſhew the Diſparity between chat at the Red Toy 
and the Baptiſm appointed by Chriſt. 

In that at the Red Sen, Moſes was himfelf e as well as 
the reſt of the Nation. What was done, was alſo done by the 


more immediate Hand of God himſelf, and may it not be ad- 


ded, that ir was not a proper but figurative Bapriſm, ſince the 


Water of the Sea touched them aot. I omir the ny 
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demand. any ſuch. Refuge, ils | EB 
As to Chriſtian Baptiſm, it indicates the Authority and Ma- 
jeſty equally of all the three Perſons, ſince it implies, that we 
believe him to be God, in whoſe Name we are baptized, ac- 
knowledging him to be our Lord, and that from him we ſhould 
ſeek eternal. Life. 77105 | | 
am aware, that we read of being baptized' in the Name'of 


* Chriſt, without Mention of the Father and Hy Ghoſt, bur that 


doth imply the Acknowledgment of the Father and Holy Ghoſt: 
becauſe he cannot he invoked, ſeparare from them. In-ſpealting 
of the Euchari ib, the Scripture ſometimes mentions only the 
Bread; which doth, by no Means, exclude the Wine, no mere 
than Baptiſm in the Name of Chriſt, does exclude the Mention 
of the Father and of the Holy Spirit. l 
The Text, referr'd to, doth ſnew that the Knowledge of the 
Exiſtence of the Holy Gboſt was required iin the Admiaiſtrarion- 
of Baptiſm, Adds ii, 38. Then Peter ſaid unto them, Repent amd 
be. baptiſed every one of you, in the Name of Fefus hbrijft; for the 
Remiſſion of Sins, and ye. ſhall receive the Gift af the Holy Ghoſt: 

e are commanded to be baptized in the Name of the Sow 
and the Holy Ghoſ#, in the ſame Manner, in which we are 
cammanded, to be baptized in the Name of the Fathery 

When we are baptized in the Name of the Faeher, we are 
baptized in the Name of : the true Gad. We, by the ſame Nea 
ſon, are baptized in the Name of the true Gd, when baptized 
in the Name of the Sen, and of tbe Holy Spirit: They there. 


fore are true God. And by the ſame Reaſon that we jadge the 


Father to be a Perſon, by the ſame may we judge the Son to be 
ſo, and the Holy Hyirit alſo. | 


$ 11, It is-ſaid, that to be baptized in the Name of the Holy 


| Ghoſt, Ggnities-only: a, Man's receiving, the Gift of the Holy: 


Spirit, As ii. 38. Ir is anſwered, ir fignities that, and more 
than that, viz. an Obligation ro live to the Glory of the Holy 
Spirit, and honour him as GS. 

It is not denied, bur that being bapti ed in the Name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, does oblige Men 
to ſtudy the Doctrine of God, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Spirit: But it implies ſomething beyond this, as. huth been ſig- 
nified before, Beſides, it is a rea! Buptiſin that is required, not 
a Meta phor ical one, by Teaching. \ | 

The Word Baptiſm, does nor, in the Grammatical Acceptati- 
on of the Word, intend Jeaching: For in the Commiſſion, 
Teaching (or Diicipling) and Baptizing, are evidently two di- 
ſtinct Things. Now it's certain we are commanded to be 


bap- 
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bamized, in the Name of the Holy Ghoſt and of the Son, in 


the ſame Manner wherein we are commanded ro be baptized 
in the Name of the Father, as the reading of the Text goth 


evidence. 


For that Reaſon, we mult either deny God the Father to 


be the ue God, or own the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt to be ſo. 
This Sacrament of Baptiſm does ſo evidently imply the 


Trinity of Perſons in the Godhead, that the Arians were ne- 


ceſſitated to foiſt their Interpolation into the Words of Inſtitu- 
tion. And the modern Photinians ſeeing it in vain to attempt 
diſproving the Genuineſs of the Text, Mach. xxviil. 19. 


have taken another Courſe, i. e. to deny the Neceffiry of 


of Baptiſm's being continued in the Church; Well fore ſeeing 


that frequent repeating of the Words of Inſtitution does tend 


to eſtabliſh Chriſtians in the Belief of che Doctrine of the 


Trinity 5 and if | Baptiſm were once laid aſide, the Doctrine 
of it wou d be forgot, and there would in an Age, or Two, be 
little or no Difference between Chriſtian and Infidel. 

The Words of a noted Man are, De AqueBoptiſmo ego ita ſentio, 
eum Eccleſiæ in perpetuum praſeriprum non fuiſſo, nec unquam ut illum 
acciperent iis praceprum, neque a Chriſto neque ab Apoſtolis, quijam 
10% Chriſto alia quacunque ratione publics nomen dedilſent, vel a 
Primis annis in Chriſtum Diſciplink educati atque inſtituti eſſent 
qua de mea i ſententid cujus alii etiam ante me fuerunt, juſtum Li- 
brum conſcripts, in quo omuia Teſtimenia ſacra, ommeſque rationes 
diligenter examino, diluo, que illam infirmare poſſent. 

It was well enough contrived to lay aſide Baptiſm, when 
he had rejected the Godhead of Jeſus Chriſt, It is an Argu- 


ky 


ment, the Inftirution bore hard upon him, and the deſperate 


Reſolution which he took of forcing Scripture Right or M/rong 
to agree to his Hypotheſis, diſcovers thar the. Holy Writings 
reach Things quite contrary to thoſe which were uttered at 
Racovia, 

$. 12. Lam aware, thay 4 it is objected, that ſometimes Crea- 
tures are joined with God in Scripture, Ads xx. 32. I com- 
mend you to God, and to the Word of his Grace, &c. the SCrip- 
rures, ſay they, are joined with God: But are we baptiz d in 
the Name of the Bible? If we examine the Context, it will 
appear that ſuch Paſſages, wherein Things or Mortal Men are 
joined with God, the Matter is ſo expreſs'd, as ro make us 
ſenſible, that theſe Creatures are joined with God, nor as his 


Equals, but Inſtruments, that act in Subordination to him. We | 


read of the Sword of Ged and of Gideon, Bur I preſume we are 
no where required to believe nor Pray to the Sword, or be _ 
Vote 


„„ 


voted to ir. We are baptized into the Name of the Father, 


and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. The Inſtitution will 
nor bear, that any meer Creature ſhould be aſſociated with God 
the Father: it's from the Manner and End of the Son and Spirits 
being conjoin'd with the Father, that the Name, i. e. their Di- 
vine Nature and Authority are aſcribed to each Perſon. 

To avoid rhe Force of the Argument from the Invocation of 
the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 


| It is ſaid that the Father is to be worſhipped as the ſupreme 
=> Cauſe of Regeneration; the Son as the Second, becauſe the 
Father is be, from whom are all Things, the Son is he by whom 


are all Things; they forget that he by whom are al Things, is 


7 the ſupreme and eternal God, Rom. ii. 36. for of him, and thro" x/- 


(or by him) and to whom are all Things, to him be Glory forever, 


Amen. 


But the one God has but one Eſſence, and ſuch religious Wor- 
ſhip, Invocarion, or Adoration, belongs to him, as does not to a- 
ny other; to make Chriſt the Object of Adorarion, if he is not of 
the ſame Eſſence with God the Father, is to introduce more 
Gods than One, which is ro be abborred. 

Moreover, ſuch an Adoration of God, as is oppoſed to the Wor- 


1 ſhip of Idols, is an Adoration due to the eternal Supreme Being, 


who is God by Nature: But ſuch an Adoration is given ro e- 
ſus Chriſt, Plal. xcvii. 7. confounded be all they that ſerve Graven 


1 Images, that boaſt themſelves of Idols, Worſhip bim all ye Gods, 


The Apoſtle applies this, Heb. i. 6. And again, when he brings 
in the firſt Begotten into the World, be ſaith, And let all the Angels 
of God Wor - Add ro this, Feſus Chriſt is invoked, as 
well as God the Father, for Grace and Peace, rc vi. 23, 24. 
Peace be to the Brethren, and Love with Faith from Gad the Father, _ 
and the Lord Feſus Chriſt. Grace be with all them who love our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt in Sincerity, Amen, See Rom. i. 7. Col.i, 2. and other Epi- 
ſtles. Equal Honour is due to him, with what is paid to God the 
Father, John v. 23. That all Men ſhou'd honour the Son ( 
even as they honour the Father. He that honoureth not the Son, bo- 


| noureth not the Father which hath ſent him, (vid. infra. Cap. 3. f. 8.] 


the ſame and not an inferior Worſhip, in Degree, is to be giv- 
en to the Son. Upon a Review of this Argument, it appears 


| that Baptiſm does imply in ir, a Belief of the Exiſtence and E- 


2 of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. The 
elief hereof being neceſſary to conſtiture a Chriſtian Man, it 
follows, that it is neceſſary to Salvation. ; 


D CHAP, 
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CHAP. III. „ 

F. 1. Another Argument offered. Chrift the Son of God. 
F. 2. Deftrine of the Trinity implied in Cbriſt's being the 
Son of God. F. 3. The Son, the ſame ſelf-exiſtent Sub- 
| ſtance with the Father, beiug Jehovah. F. 4. Jchovah, 
- what the Mord imports. F. 5. Objeions anſwered. 
S. 6. Angel called Jehovah. © F. 7. Meſſiah called Je- 
hovah; He is true God, for that Reaſon worſhipped. 
. $.8. Another Argument to prove the Neceſſity of believ- 
ing the Doctrine of the Trinity. g. 9. Of the Principle 

' of Chriſtian Obedience. & 10. The Author not to be 
charged with Uncharitableneſs. g. 11. W Obedience to 
the Hely Ghoſt, F. 12. An Oljection relating td the Ob- 
jet of Fuitb. | 


1. 1 Proceed in demonſtrating what I have undertook. 
; They, who deny the eternal Godhead of Feſus Chri/?, 
deny a Fundamental Article of Religion, which is neceſſary to 
be believ'd in order to Salvation. Eo 
Bur they who deny the Trinity, deny the eternal Godhead 
of Chriſt. * 13 
The Aſſumption is too evident to want a prolix Demonſtra- 
tion. 3 
Io clear the Propoſition, I ſhall ſhew that ro profeſs Feſus 
Chriſt to be the Son of God, and by Conſequence the true God, is 
neceſſary to erernal Life. Whar can be more plain, than that 
this is a Fundamental Article of Religion? Math. xvi. 16, 17, 
18, And Simon Peter anſwered and faid, Thou art Chriſt, the 
Son of the Living God; and Jeſus anſwered and ſaid, Bleſſed art 
thou Simon Barjona, for Fleſh and Bloed bath not revealed it un- 
to thee, but my Father which is in Heaven; and I ſay unto thee, that 
' thou art Peter, and upon this Rock I will build my Church, and 
the Gates of Hell ſhall net prevail againſt it. | : 
Our Lord makes this a Fundamental Principle, upon which 
his Church was to be raiſed ; intimating, that when any ceaſe 
ro hold this Truth, they ceaſe to belong to that Church, a- 
gainſt which the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail, | 
Io any unprejudic'd Reader of the New Teſtament, ir will ap- 
pear, that it was a received Opinion among the Fews in our 
Lord's Time, chat the Meſias was the Son of God, When therefore, 
| Na. 


E 
Nathaniel owned Jeſus to be the Meſſiah,. he does it in theſe 
Terms, Fobn i. 49. Rabbi, thou art the Son of God, the King of 
Iſrael. And when the Apoſtle, who doubred, for a Time, a- 
bout the Truth of his Lord's Reſurrection, was fully convin- 
ced of that, and thereby of his being the Meſſiab, he profeſ- 
ſed his Faith, Fobn xx. 23. And Thomas anſwered and ſaid unto 
bim, (i. e. to Jeſus) My Lord, and my God. That no doubt 
may be left about this Matter, we read, what Profeſſion the 
Eunuch made in order to his being baptized, As viii. 37. 
And Philip ſaid if thou believ'ſt with all thine Heart, thou may ft. 


And he anſwered and ſaid, I believe that Fefus Chriſt is the. Son 


of God. SIE 

Abe Faith of the ancient Church reſpected a Meſſiah that 
was to come; the Faith of Chriſtians reſpects a * that 
is come, that died, and is aſcended into ws ws e who 
believes not, or profeſſeth not his Belief hereof, is excluded 
from Salvation, Rom. x. 9, 10. That if thou ' confeſs with thy 
Mouth the Lord Feſus, and ſhalt believe in thine Heart that God 
hath raiſed bim from the Dead, thou ſhalt be ſaved. For with 
the Heart Man believes unto Righteouſneſs, and with the Mouth 
Confeſſion is made unto Salvation. We ſee what Belief and Pro- 
feſſion 4 Man muſt have, and make, in order to Salvation. 

Our Lord challenges two Things ro himſelf, which ſhew 


The other is the Protection thereof, which gives it Security a- 
gainſt the Gates of Hell, His calling the Church, My Church, 
ſhews he is God: For the Church is God's Church, 1 Cor, i. 2. 
Unto the Church of God, which is at Corinth, to- them that arg 
ſandifyed in Chriſt Feſus, called to be Saints, with all that in eve- 
ry Place call upon the Name of Feſus Chriſt our Lord, both theirs 
and ours, EN 


The calling upon the Name of 'Feſus Cb/iſt, is giving that 


Worſhip to him, which belongs to the One only Living and True 


Ged; and that this is a Proof of his Deity, will be confidered 
in the next Section. arab a 

The Church is called God's Church, 1 Cor. ii. 22. So 
$ TT. 1. . | : 

$. 2. The Doctrine of the Trinity is implied in Chriſt's be- 
ing the Son of God. A Son implies a Father, And if Father 
and Son be God, ir will follow, and 1 believe None, who 
hold the Two fit ro be God, will deny that the Holy Ghoſt is 


God, who, in Scripture, is ſaid to proceed from the Father, 
and to be ſent by the Son, John xv. 26, The Godhead of 


Chriſt is ſo fully affected in the Scriprure, that no more expe- 
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ditious Way to elude the Truth can be ſuggeſted, than to de- 
ny the Divine Original of both Teſtaments, Fob» i. 1. &c. In 
the Beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the 
Word was Ged; and v. 14. the Word was made Fleſh, and dwelt 
among us, and we beheld his Glory, the Glory of the only Begotten 


of the Father, full of Grace and Truth. 


The Son of God is repreſented to be very God, to be worſhip- 
ed by the Angels, as in the above- cited Heb. i. 6. which would 
be ro enjoin them to practiſe Idolatry, if he were not true and 
very Cod; in v. 8. the Apoſtle adds, but to the Son be ſaith, 
thy Throne, O God, is for ever and ever, &c. by which, it appears 
that he is very God, And he is joined with the eternal Father in 
ſelemn Invocation, Rom. i. 7. Grace to you, and Peace from God 
our Father and the Lord Feſus Chriſt: The like you read, 1 Cor. 
1. 3. and Gal. i. 3. and Epbeſ. i. 2. and Philip. i. 2. Col. i. 2. 
and 1 Theſ, i. 1. by which, the Apoſtle Ggnifies to all theſe 
Churches, that Jeſus Chriſt is to be invoked, and conſequently 
that he is true God; and he does evidently ſuppoſe the Holy 
Spirit to be true God, when he joins him in the Benediction 
with the eternal Father and Son, 2 Cor, xili. 14. The Grace of the 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, and the Love of God, and the Communion of the 
Holy Ghoſt be with you All, Amen. 

C 3. I am aware, that ſome hold the Dectrine of the Trinzty, 
who yet do not allow the ſecond Perſon to be of the ſame Eſ- 
fence with the eternal Father. Ir is ſaid, * They are equally 
* worthy of Cenſure, who either on the one Hand preſume ro 
* affirm, that the Son was made out of nothing, or on the other 
* Hand, that he is the ſame ſelf-exiſtenr Subſtance. 

Now I undertake. to prove, that the Son is the ſame. ſelf- 
exiſtent Subſtance, Eſſence, God-head, Divine Nature with 
the Farher, To prevent Mifunderſtanding here, when I uſe the 


Word Subſtance, Eſſence, God head, Divine Nature, ſpeaking of 


the Deity, I underſtand one and the ſame thing. 

I then ſay, he who is Fehsvah, is the ſame ſelf. exiſtent 
Subſtance with the Father. But the Son is Fehovah. There- 
_ the Son is the ſame ſelf-exiſtent Subſtance with the Fa- 
＋ of . 

The Propoſition is true, ſince the ever-bleſſed Being calls 
himſelf by this Name, in the Scripture : And that it is pecu- 
liar to the firſt, ſupreme, eternal Being, ſhall be made evident. 


Thar Fehovah is God, is ſo plain, that it will be ſuperfluous 


to turn to all the Paſſages, which may be produced to confirm 


it. I rake Notice of Exed. iii. 4, when the Lord ( Jehovah ) ſaw |} 


> 
3 2 


that be turned aſide to ſee, Ced (Elohim ) called unto him out of 


the Buſh, This 


6 
This Title is ſo appropriate to the firſt ſupreme and eternal 
Being, that ir cannot be given to any, but that Being who ts 
God, the Divine Nature, the ſame ſelf-exiſtent Subſtance with 
the Father. | | 

1. We have expreſs Scriprure for this, Pſal. Ixxziii. 19. That 
Men may know, that thou whoſe Name alone is Fehovah, art the 
moſt High over all the Earth. Ler the orherwiſe-minded wind 
themſelves into as many Poſtures as they can, they never can 


elude ſo plain and ſo full a Text of Holy Writ, as this is, for 


the Proof of what it is adduced for. What is equivalent to 
the Propoſition advanced, is to be found Amos v. 8. Seek him 
who made the ſeven Stars, and Orion, and turneth the Shadow of 
Death into the Morning, and maketh the dark with the Night, that 
calleth the Waters of the Sea, and poureth them upon the Face of 
the Earth, Fehovah is his Name. | 

Not to recire all the Texts that I might on this Occaſion, I 
ſhall alledge one, that is no leſs full than the former. 

Iſa. xlii. 8. I am Jehovah, that is my Name, and my Glory I 
will not give to another, nor my Praiſe to graven Images. 

$ 4. If we conſider, 2. The Import of this Name Fehovah, 
the Matter may be farther illuſtrated. Ir imports a ſelf-c-iſtene 


Being. Of the ſame Nature is the Word Jab and Eljeh, Exod. 


iii. 14. I am that I am, &c. lgnifying, that God is the 5 U, ens, 
or that Being, which in the higheſt Acceptation of the Word, 
doth exiſt, without Original, without End. Hence in the Re- 
velations i, 4, the Apoſtle deſcribes rhe moſt High God, in 
theſe Words, os | 

From him which is, and which was, and which is ro come, 
5 wn © , gs i . This Jebovab is the God who created 
the World, Gen. li. 4. that is to ſay, he who had his Being from 
himſelf, or who is eternal, did give Being, by his Omnipo- 
tence, to Heaven and Earth. | 

It likewiſe ſignifies to us, that he is unchangeable in his 
Truth, as is to be ſeen, I/a. xlii. 5, 6, 7, 8. Thus ſaith God the 
Lord, he that created the Heavens, and ſtretched them out ; he that 
ſpread forth .the Earth, and that which cometh out of it; be 
that giveth Breath unto the People upon it, and Spirit to them that 
walk therein; I the Lord have called thee in Righteouſneſs, and 
will bold thine Hand, and will keep thee, and give thee for a Cove- ' 
nant of the People, for a Light of the Geariles, to open the blind 
Eyes, to bring out the Priſoners from the Priſen, and them who ſit 
in Darkneſs out of the Priſon Houſe, J am (Jehovah) the LORD, 
that is my Name, and my Glory 1 will not give to another, neither 
my Praiſe to Graven Images, | a 1 
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Micbael worſhip'd Febevab, was nut call d Fehovah, nor the 


— 
- 
earns. 
— 


Le FS 
He, to whom alone thoſe Attributes agree, to him alone a- 
grees the Name Jebovah; but theſe Aitributes agree to God a- j 


By this Title Fehovah, God declares his Nature and Truth, 


in ſuch a Manner as to ſtir up and. confirm in us a due Re- 


verence towards him, and a ſuitable Dependance on him, 
Lai. xliii, 10, 11. Le are my Witneſſes, ſaith the Lord, (Jehovah), ® 


and my Servant whom I have choſen, that ye may know and believe 


me, and underſtand that I am be: before me there was no God form- 
ed, neither ſhall there be after me; I, even I am the Lord, (Jeho- 
vah) and beſides me there is no Saviour. I 

Not to mention all that might eafily be produced on this 
Head, in the 31 Chap. of Jeremiah, God reveals himſelf as 
Jehovah, to encourage the Truſt of the Faithful; which Word, 


Fehovah, js, at leaſt, twenty times mentioned in that Chapter, 


and there is a particular Emphaſis upon its being a Name, that 
3s to be given to none but the Eternal Being, v. 35. Febovah of 


Hloſts is his Name. To whom this Honour and Adoration are 


due, to him alone the Name Jehovah appertains, But this - Ho- 
dour and Adoration are due to God, the firſt and beſt of Be- 
ings. To him therefore the Name Fehovah appertains. In the 
New Teſtament we read 1 Cor. xii. 3, Hherefore I give you to 7 
underſtand, that no Man ſpeaking by the Spirit of God, calleth e- 
ſus Accurſed, and that no Man can ſay that Feſus is the Lord, 
but by the Holy Ghoſt, in which Blaſphemy the Fews do till 
perſiſt, hiding their Abomination under the Name Feſu; the 7 
initial Letters of which, in Engliſh, ſignify, let his Name be ac- * 
curſed, or Jeſus Anathema. But they who believed, i. e. were 
Chriſtions, called Feſus Lord, owning him to be Fehevab, the 
felf- exiſtent Being, who is over All, God, Bleſſed forever; 


and that Chriſt is Fehovah, I ſhall prove in the Sequel. 


§. 5. This, indeed, is contradicted by them who are not 
Friends to the Deity of Chriſt, Say they, the Name Fehovah is 
given ro the Golden Calf, Exod. xxxil. 5. to Morrow is a Feaſt % 
to Jehovah. 3 
It is evident that the God, who brought them out of Age, 
was intended by Aaron to be worſhipped, under the Repreſen- 
tation of that ridiculous Image, which they took ro be a Symbol 
of the Divine Preſence. | 
Judges xvii. 3. the Silver is ſaid to be dedicated to Fehovah, 


to make a Graven Image. A Thing being dedicated to God, WW 


does nor make ir God, nor to have a Right to the Name of 
God. And the Silver devoted to make an Image, by which 


7 


ance and Protection was to be aſcribed. | 


(23) | 
Teraphim which was form'd of it, Exod. xix. 15, Moſes built 

an Altar, and call'd ir Fehovah Niſſi, or the Lord is my Ban- 
ner 3 the plain Meaning of which is no more than this, Meſes, 
at God's Command, made this Inſcription: on the Altar, Jebo- 
vah my Banner. This Propoſition does nor fignify that he call 
ed the Altar Fehovab abſolutely, for it's Fehovah my Banner.” 
The Inſcription ſhews ro whom the Glory of their Deliver 


F 


No it is one Thing to have theſe Words, Febovah my Ban- 


ner in{cribed on it, and another Thing to have Fehovah predi- 
2 cared of it; the Word Jehovah is often written in the Old 
. Z Teſtament, yer ir is not called Febvvab himſelf; bur the 
Word of Fehovah. | | 2151 


We read, Gideon built an Akar, andd called it Jebrved' Shad 


om, Jud. vi. 24. which does evidently intend that the Altar 

vas a Sign that Fehovab would ſend Peace. Now there is a 

7 Difference between the Peace which Fehovah gives, and the 
Eſſence of Fehovah. | N. 


In like Manner we are to underſtand the Prophet Exch, xlviii. 


15. the Name of the City ſhall be called Jehovah Shammab, or 

= Fehovah is there; which is a Promiſe of Divine Preſence * not 
that God's Preſence was confined, or ſhould be, within the Li- 
Zmirs of Feruſalem, (for that is impoſſible) but that Fehovah! 
would manifeſt himſelf in a gracious Manner, But God's gra- 
clous Preſence, and the Divine Eſſence are different. Abra- 
bam called the Name of a Place, Jehovah jireb, or the Lord 
will ſee, Geneſ. xxii. 14. which intends that the Mount was 
Fhenceforward to be look'd on as a Witneſs, that God exerciſes 
Za Providence, beholds and directs all Events. 75 


To call a Mount, The Lord will ſee, is not predicating Fehovah 


Jof the Mount. It is further urged, that Moſes calls the Ark - 
Hebovab, Numb. x. 35, And it came to paſi when the Ark ſot fore 
par di, that Moſes ſaid, Riſe up Jehovah, and let thine Enemies be 
eattered, and let them that hate thee flee before thee 5 and. when it 
WFeſted, he ſaid, return, O Jehovah, to the many Thouſands of I- 


rael. 


If Men who quote Scripture, to overthrow the Doctrine ot 
be Church, would have Patience to read the Paragraph, td 
hich the Quotation belongs, it might ſometimes prevent theie 
mpertinent Inferences. Nothing can be plainer, than that 
oſes there prays to Gcd, Fehovah, not to the Ark, which he 


Foes nor name gehevah. What has been here offered may give 
an ealy Solution to any ſuch Difficulties, a? may be raiſed from 


he like Texts of Scripture. 
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§. 6. It is further pleaded that the Name Fehovah is given 
to Angels, Geneſ. xvi. 7, ©c. and Geneſ. xvlii. and in other 


Places. Bur this ſignifies that Feſus Chriſt, the Son of God, 


appeared before his Incarnation, in Form of an Angel. This 
is more than a bare Conjecture, as will be plain ro him who 
conſiders the Circumſtances of the Places cited, where the 
Properties, Works of,. and Honour due ro God, are aſcribed 
to an Angel, Gene. xlviii. 15, 16. And he bleſſed Joſeph, and 
ſaid, God, before whom my Father Abram and Iſaac did walk, the 
God, which fed me all my Life long unto this Day, the Angel, which 
redeemed me from all Evil, bleſs the Lads, &c. | 

- I ſhall think a Man extremely peeviſh, who ſhall deny that 


the Angel, here mentioned, was the true God: and that he was 


the Son of God, I gather from Iſai. Ixili. 9. In all their Aftiai- * 
ons be was afflitted, and the Angel of his Preſence ſaved them, in 
bis Love and in his Pity be redeemed them, and he bore them and 
carried them, all the Days of old; and from whar I offer our of 
Aynſworth, whole judicious and learned Comments are va- 
_ by the moſt capable Judges, has this Note on Gene. 

viii. 16. | 

The Angel, Chriſt the Angel of the Covenant, Mala. iii. 1. | 


The Angel in whom God's Name, Exod. xxiii, 20, 21, called 
here Facob's Redeemer or Deliverer, which is the Title of 


God, Pſal. xix. 14. Iſai. xliii. 14, and xlvil. 4. the Lord Jebo- 
vab of Hoſts is his Name. 3 
The Rabbins acknowledge this Angel to be God, ſaying he 


' mentions Ged. Majeſty, [Schechinah], when he faith the Angel | | 


that redeemed me. 
That the Angel intends the Meſſiah who is God, may alſo 


be collected from Gen. xxxi. 11,.13. And the Angel of God 
pete unto me in a Dream, I am the God of Bechel. He was Je- | 


b, Gen. xxvili. 13, 21. | | 
6.7. That which I am, in the next Place to offer, is that the 
Meſſiah is called Jehovah, Jer. xxiii. 5, 6. Behold the Day is 
come, ſaith Jehovah, that I will raiſe unto David a righteous Branch, 
and a Ning ſhall reign and proſper, and execute Judgment and Fu- 
Rice in the Earth; in his Days Judah ſhall be ſaved, and Iſrael 
ſhall dwell ſafely, and this is his Name wherewith he ſhall be 
called (Jehovah Tzikeneu) the Lord our Righteouſnels. 
To any one who has not a ſtrong Inclination to be litigious, 


this Text will appear to have been written concerning the | 


Meſſiah, who being thus declared to be Jehovah, it is no leſs e- 

vident that he is the ſame ſelfexiſtent Subſtance with the eter- 

nal Father. 8 
at 
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That the Meſjab is called Febovab and God, will alſo appear; 
if we compare ſome Texts of Scripture together, Pſal. cli. 1. 
Hear my Prayer, O Jehovah, let my Cry come unto thee. If you 
ask who this Jehovah is? It is anſwer d, v. 24, 25. I ſaid, O 
my God, take me not away in the Midſt of my Days: Thy Tears 
are throughout all Generations: of Old thou haſt laid the Foundati- 
ons of the Earth, and the Heavens are the Works of thine Hands. 
They ſhall periſh, but thou ſhalt endure. Tea, all of them ſhall 
wax old as doth a Garment, as a Veſture ſhalt thou change them, 
and they ſhall be changed. = : 8 

If it be further enquired, who this God is who is Fehovab, 
to whom Divine Worſhip is offered, who is the Creator o 
Heaven and of Earth, who has the Perfections of Ererniry 
and Immurabiliry belonging to him, and who by Conſequence 
is the ſame ſelf. exiſtent Subſtance with the Father? I anſwer, 
Chriſt. * I produce my Authority, Heb. i. 8, 9, 10, ii. But t6 
the Son, he ſaith, thy Throne, O God, &c. | 
And thou Lord in the Beginning haſt laid the Foundation of the 
Earth, and the Heavens are the Works of thine Hands. | 

They ſhall periſh, but thou remain'ſt, and they ſhall wax old as 
doth 4 Garment, as a Veſture ſhalt thuu fold them up, and they 
foall be changed, but thou art the ſame, and thy Tears fail not. 

Another Paige to this Purpoſe is in Ferem. xxxiii. 15, 16; 
In thoſe. Days, and at that Time, I will cauſe the Branch of Righte- 
ouſneſs to grow unto David, and he ſhall execute Fudgment and 
Righteouſneſs in the Land. In thoſe Days ſhall Judah be ſaved, 
and * ſhall. dwell ſafely, and this is the Name wherewith 
"= ll be called (Jehovah Tzidkenu), the Lord our Righteouf- 
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I expect to be inſulted, as if by producing theſe Texts, where- 
in accordiag to the Engliſp Verſion, Feruſalem is ſaid to be 
called Jebovah our Righreouſneſs, 1 had confuted my ſelf ; for 
this is made by ſome to be a Prerence that the Name Jebovab 
is given to Creatures; I anſwer, the Words in Hebrew are, 
Vezeb aſber jikga Lah, Jehovah Tzidkenu. In Latin tis, Aut 

qui vocabit eam (erit) Jehovah juſtitia noſtra, But he who ſhall 
call ber, (ſhall be) Jehovah our Righteouſneſs. _ 
Io any One who calmly reads theſe two Verſes, it will be 
apparent, that rhe Wogds are to be underſtood of the Meſſiah, 
who is the Branch of Righteouſneſs, that ſhould grow to the 
Houſe of David, | 


By theſe Things I have proved that Feſus brit is Jehovah, 
and conſequently very God. And fince they, who deny the T- 
erein deny the r of Chr 


nity, do it, they arg to be 


charged 
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charged with denying a Fundamental Article of Religion, 
which 1s to be embraced by them who would hope for Sal- 
vation. e bi | 

Nor ought any One to reproach me with Uncharitableneſs 
in this Concluſion, ſince I offer the Witneſs of God's Word, 
and prcceed agreeably ro What the Apoſtle writes, 1 John ii. 
22. Who is a Liar, but he who denies that Feſus is the Chriſt 2 He 
is Anti-chriit, that denies the | ather and the Son. "4 


Bur the Ocherwiſe-minded ſay, they are led by a Deſign of 


rendring to the Eternal Father, that Supremacy and Glory which 


belong to bim alone. 
But what greater Indignity can be offered to the eternal 
Father, than to deny him to be the eternal Father ; as they do 
who deny him to have an eternal Son, eternally begotten of his 
Subſtance ? * For they who overthrow the Son, proclaim War 
againſt the Father, becauſe that by denying Chriſt to be the 
eternal Son of the eternal Father, they do deny at once God 
the Father to be the true and eternal Father; and in fo doing, 
2 rob him of his eternal Property, and ſo of his God- 
ead. 
; 1 do not here offer the many Arguments, which might be 
produced, for the Proof of rhe God-head of Feſus Chriſt; bur 
what has been inſiſted on is ſufficient ro demonſtrate what I 
propoſed, in Defence of the Propoſition, that they, who deny 
the Godhead of Chriſt, deny a Fundamental Article of Faith. 
Nor can ir be admitted, that the Reaſon why the Son in 
the New- Teſtament is ſometimes called God, is nor ſo much 
upon the Account” of his Metaphyſical Subſtance, how Divine 
ſoever ; as of his Relative Attributes and Divine Authority o- 
ver us. Since ro Chriſt ſuch Attributes are given in the New 
Teſtament, as well as Old, as are nor communicable ro any, 
who has not the ſame Meraphyſical Eſſence, Subſtance, which 
belongs to the ſelf-exiſtent Being. | 
Such Attributes are Eternity, Omniſcience, Omniporence, 
Omnipreſence. Now theſe Attributes, which diſtinguiſh the 
true and only God from every thing elſe that is called God, are 
in Scripture ſo applied to the Holy Ghoſt, as well as to the Sor, 
as they are unto the Father: It ought not te be denied that 
is common to theſe Three 
Perſonis, Belides, Chriſt declares himſelf to be the ſupreme, in- 
dependent, ſelf. exiſtent Being, Rev. i. 8. I am Alpha and Omega, 
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| the Beginning and the Ending, faith the Lord, which is, and 
| which was, and which is to come, © merroxgdrag, the Al- 


mizhty. | | 

l To any One, who reads the 10th,” 11th, and 19th Verſes of 
that Chapter, it will be apparent, that the 8th Verſe was ſpo- 
ken by Chriſt; and I cannot think that it will be denied by 
any who are not under the Power of ſome fatal Prejudice. 

5. 8. I paſs on to another Argument. That without which the 
Obedience and Honour due, cannot be paid to the Divine 
Being, is neceſſary to be believed in order to Salvation. 

But the Belief of the Trinity is that, without which the O- 


'  bedience and Honour due, cannot be paid to the Divine Be- 


ing. It is therefore neceſſary to be believed in order to Sal- 
vation. | 

Thar an Obedience is due to the Divine Being, is not doubr. 
ed by any bur Atheiſts, whoſe Folly, I have no Occaſion in 
this Place to confure. Inſtead of that, I ſhall conſider ſome of 
the Duties, which All, who hold the Scriprures ro be of Divine 
Original, and underſtand what they hold, will nor diſpure. I 
Wu add, they are of ſuch a Nature, as to demonſtrate thar 
unleſs a Man believe the Doctrine of the Trinity, he cannot 
be ſaid ro perform them 

Our Religion conſiſts of Faith and Obedience; as to the For- 
mer, a Man cannot duly exerciſe his Faith, unleſs he believe 
the Doctrine of the Trinity, Heb. xi. 6. Without Faith it is im- 


poſſible ro pleaſe him, for be that cometh to God muſt believe cha- 


is, and that he is a Rewarder of them that diligently ſeek, him. 

Now we cannot, without finning, exerciſe a Faith of Depend- 
ance on any meer Man, Fer, xvii. 5. Thus ſaith Jehovah, curſed 
be the Man that truſteth in Man, and maketh Fleſh bis Arm, and 
whoſe Heart departeth from Jehovah. N 

This is an Honour due to him who is our Maker, 1 Pet. iv. 
19. Wherefore let them, that ſuffer according to the Will of God, 
commit the Kgeping of their Souls to him in well-doing, as unto 4 
faithful Creator, It is vain ts object, this Honour belongs only 
to the Father, becauſe ſupreme God; for Chriſt commands the 
ſame Faith on him, that is to be exerciſed on rhe ſupreme , 


God, Fohn xiv. 1. Te believe in God, believe alſo in me. . Nor is 
this too great an Honour to the Son of God, fince he who is 
the Truth it ſelf declares, ohn x. 30. I and my Father are One. 

In the Old Teſtament ir was foretold concerning the Meſſiah, 
Iſai. liii. 2. By his Knowledge ſhall my Righteous Servant juſtify 
many, for he ſhall bear their Imquities, 
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What this Knowledge is, may be learned from what the A- 
poſtle writes, Rom. iil. 25. M/hom God bath ſet ferth to be 4 
Propitiation, thro' Faith in his Blood, to declare bis Righteouſneſs 
& Remiſſion of Sins that are paſt, thro' the Forbearance of 
G 


There is no Hope of Salvation bur by him, 4&s iv. 12. and 
Salvation is granted ro None, but to them who believe in 
Chriſt, John iii. 36. We are to live in the Exerciſe of Faith, 
"Truſt, and Dependance on God, Pſa/. xxxvii. 34. | 

Chriſt is propoſed as the Object of our Faith, by which 
Faith we are to live in this World, Gal. ii. 20. This Part of 
Chriſtianity being abſolutely neceſſary, we muſt by unavoida- 
ble Conſequence believe that Chriſt is God, or we cannot ex- 
erciſe this Faith. en 

Abraham was juſtified by believing on Fehovah, Gen. xv. 6. 
He believed in Jehovah, and it was counted to him for Righteouſe 
weſs, In Rom. iv. the Apoſtle inſiſts on this Fuſtzfication of Abra- 
ham, to prove what he had advanced, Rom. iii. 28. Me conclude 
that a Man n juſtified, by Faith without the Deeds of the Law. 
The Object of which Faith was mentioned before, Rom. Iii. 
od Sc. it follows that Chriſt is Fehovahb, therefore he is true 
God. 


Chriſt commands his Diſciples to believe on him: Which 


we are not to ſuppoſe rhat he would have done, if he were 
not true God. | | 


* For tho' God condeſcends to our Weakneſs, ſomerimes ſo 
far as to uſe our Style, yet he allows None of his Creatures, 


how perfect ſoever, ro uſurp the Style of God, in his Cha- 


racter and Attributes; * and what elſe does Chriſt, when he 
commands us to believe on bim, at the ſame Time that he 
meweth that we are to believe on God? | 8] 


As to the Obedience, which, in other Reſpects, we ate to 


yield to the firſt Being, we cannot perform it as we ought, if 

boy believe not the God-head of Chriſt, and conſequently the 
rity, 

Prayer is a Duty, that all, who hope to be bleſſed, do regard, 

Math. vi. But this is to be in the Name of Chriſt, John xvi. 

23. It muſt be with a Dependance on Chriſt for Acceptance, 

when we pray to our heavenly Father, Eph. iii. 14, 15, 16. 


For this Cauſe I bow my Knees unto the Father of our Lord Feſus 


Chriſt, of whom the whole Family in Heaven and Earth is named, 
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that he would grant you, according to the Riches of his Glory, to be 
ſtrengthened with Might, by bis Spirit, in the Immer Man. ; 

And Chriſt is pray d unto with God the Father, 1 Tbeſ iii. 
11. Now God himſelf, and our Father, and our Lord Feſus Chriſt, 
direct our Way unto you, Can you think the Apoſtle did not 
believe the God- bead of Chriſt, when. be thus invoked him 2 
Prayer muſt be performed by rhe Aſſiſtance of the Holy Spirit, 

ph. vi. 18. Praying always with all Prayer and Supplicarion in 
the Spirit, Jude v. 20. Praying in the Holy Ghoſt. There is no 
Worſhip of the Father, nor Acceſs to him, bur by Chriſt, John 


| xiv. 6. I am the Way, the Truth, and the Life, no Man cometh 


unto the Father but by me. ; 

Chriſt is repreſented as the Foundation on which we are ro 
build; and he only is ſo, 1 Cor. iii. 11, For other Foundation can 
no Man lay, than that is laid, which is Feſus ChriR. 

To ſay he is a meer Man or Creature, or any Being lef$ 
than the eternal, ſupreme, ſelf-exiſting Gad, would be the Way 
to make bim uncapable of receiving thoſe Honours, which the 
Scriptures teach us we oughr to give him; and which can- 
not be given to any bur the ſupreme and everlaſting God, 


1 Tim, Vi. 14, 15, 16. That thou keep this Commandment without 
Spot, N until the Appearing of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, 
which in his Time he ſhall 
tentate, King of Kings, and Lord of Lords, who only hath Immor- 
Reality, dwelling in the Light, which no Man can approach um 

EZ whom no Man hath ſeen, nor can ſee; to whom be Honour and 


Power everlaſting, Amen, 


ſhew ; who is the bleſſed and only Po- 


And as magnificent a Doxology is in another Place given to 


Chriſt, 1 Tim. i. 16, 17. Howbeit, for this Cauſe I obtained Mer- 
ey, that in me firſt Feſus Chriſt might ſhew forth all Long-ſuffer- 
ing, for a Pattern to them who ſhould hereafter believe on him, unte 
Liſe everlaſting. Now unto the King eternal, immortal, inviſi- 
* the only wiſe God, be Honour and Glory, for ever and ever, 
ZAmen, | N 


Now what mcer Creature can have theſe Praiſes offer'd to 


him, without the moſt outrageous and blaſphemous Injury e& 
the eternal Being, who will not give his Praiſe to another ? 
ude v. 24, 25. Now unto him that is able to keep you. from fall- 


ng, and to preſent you faultleſs before the Preſence of his Glory, 
with exceeding Foy, to the only wiſe God our Saviour, be Glory, Ma. 
eſty, Dominion and Power, both now and ever, Amen. | 

SZ They act conſiſtent with their Principles, who not owns 
ing Chriſt ro be God, do reſtrain theſe Doxologies to 
the Father ; but a calm and unprejudiced Reader, who 
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views the ſeveral Cantexts, wilt obſerve they are given to | 


Chriſt. | | 
This Praiſe and Glory being 


Worſhip. Ss | | 

Nor is it another Sort of Worſhip which is given to Chriſt, 

than what is given to the everlaſting Father. But he is in like 

one repreſented by the Apoſtle, rhe Object of our Faith, 
ope, and Love; and Chriſt, the Judge of all Men, will 


| 1dge 
of our Religion and Obedience, nor by the ſabril Diſtindtions A 
and Sophiſtry of Men of corrupt Minds; but out of the 
plain and unmixed Goſpel ; and curſed be that Man who preach- 


eth another Goſpel. | 

But, ſay the Adverſaries, Chriſt is God, tho' not the eternal 
Being, but a God made; not God by Nature, but by Office; 
pad, in theſe Reſpects, a far other God than the erernal Fa- 
ther. 1 i 

What is this but to bring in a new God, which Moſes re- 
proaches the Iſraelites for, they ſacrificing ro Gods new, and 


new. come up, Deut. xxxli. 17? In which Place he provided 
that a new God (i. e. one who is not the eternal Being) hall 
not be worſhipped. Certainly they, who worſhip Feſus Chriſt, 
and yer believe him to be a Made God, do worſhip a new God, 
and one who is not Fehovah ; And teach there are two Gods, 
one eternal, the other made in Time: than which nothing more 


abominable can be done. 


Nor need any Chriſtian fear, that at the Day of Judgment 
he ſhall be condemned for his thus worfhipping Chriſt, as of 
the ſame Nature with the eternal Father, ſince the Scripture in 
ſo many Places affirms it to be his Duty. And what an Im- 
peachment of the Wiſdom and Compaſſion of Chriſt, would it 
be to ſay, that his Word, the Holy Scripture, is ſo framed, as to 
lead Men into ſuch Miſtakes ; that they who love f im. to that 
Degree as nor ro refuſe Marryrdom for the Sake of his Glory, 
mould not underſtand his Meaning, eſpecially in what relates 
to his Worſhip, which he requires ro be the ſame with that] 
which is offered to the eternal Father, Joh. v. 239 Stephen wor- 
ſhipped Chriſt by praying to him, Add vii. 59, 60. The Angels 
worſhip him. Heb. i. 6. And the Angels and glorified Saints! 
praiſe him in the ſame Words, wherewith they glorify the 


eternal Father, Rev. v. 12, 13, 14. 

9. As to the Principle, from which Obedience flows, it is 
Faith, that works by Love, Gal. v. 6. Now this Faith is no 
only a Belief that what we do, as to the Matter of it, be mo | 
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given to 2 Feſus Chriſt, it muſt 
be owned he is the ſame erernal God, who is the Object of 
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| ding to the preceptive N of God, but that alſo it is to God 
muſt that we yield ir. In reſpect of the former, what the Apoſtle 

ect of I} writes may be cited, Rom. xiv, 23. ¶ hatſoever it not of Faith, is 
* | e PRE: 
Chriſt, Obediehte muſt be to God. Holy Men are Setvants of God; 
in like Deut. ix. 27. The Prophets were fo. Foſh. i. 2. Holy Men 
Faith, are Servants of Chriſt, and not of Men, as 1 Cor. vii. 22, 23. 
| judge The Apoſtle calls himſelf a Servant of Feſus Chriſt, Rom. i. 1. 
ions And ſo does Jude v. 1. James calls himſelf a Servant of God, 
of the © and of the Lord Feſas Chriſt, Chap. i. ver. 1. e 03 $42 
preach-⸗ Love to him, whom we yield Obedience to, is a Principle 
from whence our Obedience is to flow, 1 Cor. xlii. Our bleſ- 
:ternal © ſed Redeemer makes this eſſential ro that Obedience, which he 
Office; requires of his Diſciples, Fobn xiv. 21. Nor indeed can we 
nal Fu- & ſuppoſe that ſhould be an acceptable Obedience, which pro- 
ceeds not from a Belief of his being God, and from ſuch a 
ſes re- Love to him, as is due 10 God. When he did enquire of Peter, 
w, and Jh. xx. 17. Loveſt thou me ? The Apoſtle gave ſuch an Anſwer, 
-ovided as to ſhew, that he believed Chriſt was God, and ro be loved 
z) mall above all other Objects: Lord, thou knoweſt all Things; t bon 
; Chriſt, lnoweſt that ] love thee. How was this Love to Chriſt to be 
God, manifeſted? By diſcharging the Duties of his Function, in 
» Gods, Which he was to obey Chriſt, who enjoin'd him to feed hs Sheep. 
g more FI cannor think any Man to be a Chriſtian, who does not believe 
it his Duty ro worſhip Feſus Chriſt. And I do, upon as good 
dgmenr round, think that the Holy Scriprures and the unchangeable 
ſt, as of Principles of right Reaſon do oP thar none bur the erernal 
pture in| felf-exiſting Being, who created and governs the World, who 
an Im- brought the 1/raelites our of Ag ypr, ought to be look d on as 
would ir the Object of teligious Worſhip. «the. | 
ed, as to $ 10. I am apprehenſive that this will be charged with Un- 
to that charitableneſs, as if I cenſured thoſe who believe not the God- 
s Glory, head of Chriſt, as not performing an Obedience that is grateful 
t relates to God, rho' it be, as to the Matter, the ſame with what is per- 
vith tha formed by Chri/tians, They plead, that ſince they are moral in 


'en to 


ben wor- their Behaviour, juſt, ſober, Sc. they practiſe the ſame Vertues, 
e Angels which they do, who believe the Doctrine of the Trinity; there- 
ed Saints! 


wy they have Reaſon to expect the ſame Happineſs at the 
_— © | 
The ſame Argument is urged by the Gentlemen, who deny 
ws, it is revealed Religion, who pretend they are ſafe, tho' they believe 
ich is not not one Article of the Chriſtian Faith, I am not now concern d 
be aceot / about them, who do not believe the Divine Original of both 
div Teſtaments; bur writ to them who own the Scriptares. 2 | 


orify che 
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They, who believe the Oracles of God, unleſs a prepoſterous 
Sort of Erudition hath given an unaccountable Turn to their 
Intellectuals, may ſee that a Man muſt have a good Faith, as 
well as a good Conſcience, 1 Tim. i. 19. And Infidels are plac'd 
among them who ſhall be erernally miſerable, Rev. xxi. 8. 

As to them, who deny the Trinity, how can they have the 
Obedience, which the Chriſtian Doctrine re- 


Principle of 
quires ? 8 

How can they do all things in the Name of Chriſt 2 Col, iii. 17. 
Are they not near of Kin to thoſe Gentlemen, who deny re- 
veal d Religion, who do evidently incapacirate themſelves from 

iving that religious Worſhip and Obedience to God, which 

the Scripture doth require ? | : 
It is a filly Jeſt for a Man to pretend to worſhip God, when 
he does nor believe rhere is an Almighty Being. And whac 
better can be (aid of them, who ſay they worſhip Jeſus Chriſt, 
yet believe him not to be the eternal Son of God 2 

The Obedience which they perform is, by no Means to be 
called Chriſtian, Men muſt have a better Righteouſneſs than 
the'Morality of Obedience to the Ceremonial Law, which the 
Ser ibes and Phariſees did boaſt of, Marth. v. 20. | | 
| The Apoſtle had that before his Converſion, but upon his 
becoming a Chriſtian, you may ſee the Change. Pbil. iti. 6, 7. 
Concerning Teal perſecuting the Church, touching the Righteouſneſs 
which 14 of the Law, blameleſs ; but what things were Gain ro me, 
thoſe 1 counted Loſs for Chriſt. ; 7 

But that I may clear myſelf from the Aſperſion, I appeal to 

the Twelfth and Thirteenth Article of the Eſtabliſhed Church. 

Arr. XIIch.“ Albeit that good Works, which are the Fruits of 
* Faith, and follow after Juſtification, cannor pur away our Sins, 
and endure the Severity of God's Judgment, yer are they plea- 
* fing and acceptable to God in Chriſt, and do ſpring up neceſ- 
ſarily of a true and lively Faith; inſomuch that by them a lively 
* Faith may be as evidently known, as a Tree diſcerned by the 
Fruit. Arr. XIlth, Works done before the Grace of Chrift, 
* and rhe Inſpiration of the Spirit, are pot pleaſant ro God, for as 
much as they ſpring not of Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, neitber do 
* they make Men meet to receive Grace, or (as the School Au- 
* thors ſay) deſerve Grace of Congruity ; yea rather, for that 
they are not done as God hath wilted and commanded them 
to be done, we doubt not bur they have the Nature of Sin. 

$11, As to Obedience due to the Holy Ghoſt, it is ſuch, as is ne- 
ceffary to Salvation: Which implies that he is God. Eph, iv. 30. 
Grieve not the Holy Spirit of God, whereby ye are ſealed unto the Os, 
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demption. And he is placed in the ſame Rank with the Fa- 
CY and Son in Baptiſm : Without any thing to ſignify that he 
hath not the ſame Divine Nature with the Father and the Son, 
Matth. xxviii. 19, Beſides, he commands as God, As xiii. 2. As 
they miniſtred to the Lord, and faſted, the Holy Ghoſt ſaid, Separate 
to me Barnabas and Saul for the Work, whereunto I hade called them, 
Which cannot be underſtood of any, but a Perſon. Actiones ſunt 
ſuppoſitorum ;.and Verſe 4. They being ſent forth by the Holy Ghoſt, 
departed into Seleucia, Ge. 


Moreover, that he is God, appears by the Title given to him; 


A= v. 3, 4. Bur Peter ſaid, Ananias, Why hath Satan filled thine 


Heart, to lie to the Holy Ghoſt, and keep back Part of the Price? 
Whilſt it remained, was it not thy own? And after it was ſold, was it 
not in thine own Power 2 Why haſt thou conceived this Thing in thind 
Heart 2 Thou haſt not lied unto Men, but anto Gad. 

Beſides, it may be proved that he is God. He againſt whom 
ſuch Sin may be committed, as is unpardonable, is the true God. 
But the Holy Ghoſt, is he againſt whom ſuch Sin may be com- 
mitted, as is unpardonable; Mat. xii. 31, 32. It is evident that 
he is God, becauſe there is the ſame Reaſon of Sin and Obe- 
dience ; for he againſt whom a Man may fin formally and ultis 
mately, Him, he is bound to obey, worſhip and believe in, 
This can be no Quality, but God himſelf. | | 

There muſt be an antecedent Obligation to Faith, and reli. 
gious Obedience ſuppoſed as. the Ground of rendring a Man 
capable of thus finning, ſince Sin is but 4 Failure in Faith, O- 
bedience or Worſhip. * Theſe then are due to the Holy Ghoſt, 
or a Man could nor fin againſt him, as ſome Men may. 

Unleſs, rherefore, Men will caſt off all Reverence of God; 
and ſay the Scriptures were written on purpoſe to deceive 
them who read the Holy Books; we muſt acknowledge the 
Holy Spirit to be a Perſon diſtinct from the Father and Son, 
and ro be adored as God. 5 >; 

$. 12. I defer anſwering the Objections, which may be rai- 
ſed againſt what I have advanced, unto the following Part of 
my. Diſcourſe. 3 


But would here take Notice of one Thing chat is ſtatted a 


gainſt the Object of Faith. 


It is ſaid Exod. xix. 9. and xiv. 31. The Iſraelites are faid 
to believe the Lud and his Servant Moſes ; but here is an evi- 
dent Difference between believing the Truth of Moſes as 4 


* De. Owen of the Trinity. P- 69. 
| F Pro- 
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Prophet, and a Tyuſting on him, that for bis ſake we may obtain 
eternal Redemption. 2 22 


The I/rae/ites believed Moſes to be true a Prophet; but not 
with ſuch a Dependance as is required to be exerciſed on the 


ever- living God. ; | 
It is one Thing to believe 4 Man ſpeaks the Truth, another 
Thing to rely on him for eternal Life. 


The Church believes that the Apoſtle Paul was true and 
faithful in the Diſcharge of his Apoſtolate, bur nor that he was 


crucified for us, or that we are to be baptized in his Name, 
or to truſt on him for Salvation; as we are to rely on a cruci- 
fied Redeemer, in whoſe Name we have been baptized, and in 
b being, have been dedicated to him, and who has therein been 
owned as the true God. | | 
Tacitus Hiſt. J. 5. tells ns of Moſes, that he admoniſhed the 
baniſn d Hebrews, © Moſen um Exulum monuiſſe, ne quam 
* Deorum Hominumde opem expectarent, ab utriſque deſerts, ſed 
« fibimet ut Duci celeſts crederent. | 


But the IV aclites did not make a God of Moſes. What Ter- 
tullian writes of the Roman Hiſtorian, is well known, Corneli- 


us Tacitus, Mendaciorum Loquaciſſimus, Apolog. C. 15. 


CHAP. I. 

F. 1. Another Argument. $. 2. Of Chriſt's Satisfaction. 
$. 3. Of Faſtification, what the Jews ſay of it. g. 4. 
Of the Operations of the Holy Spirit, F. 5. Another Ar- 
gument. of a Man's being ſav'd, be bis Religion what it 


will. F. 6. Denying the Trinity overthrows the Goſpel 
Oeconomy. | 


C. 1. TO purſue the Evidencing of the Neceflity of believ- 
| ing the Article of the Triniry, I offer another Ar- 
ent. | 
Thar, which, if denied, hinders the right Belief of ſome 
eſſential Principles of Chriſtianity, is neceſſary to Salvation. 
But rhe Doctrine of the Trinity is that, which, if denied, does 
hinder the right Belief of ſome eſſential Principles of Chriſtia- 
— ITbe Doctrine of the Trinity is, there fore, neceſſary to 
vation, | 


1 | 
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I ſhall offer ſome Things to pave the Aſſumpt ion; far the 
Propoſition cannot be denied, unleſs we fay that a Man may be 
ſaved, who denies the Principles of Chriſtianiry, which are ef- 
ſentially neceſſary to Salvation. | | 

I now diſpute not with them who are of that Opinion; but 
ſhall ſne w that they, who deny the Trinity, do not aright be- 
lieve ſome eſſential Principles of Chriſtlanity. 

Firſt, I obſerve, that the denying of the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, hinders rhe Belief of Chriſt's Satisfaction, which is 
neceſſary in order to Salvation. 

They, who deny the Doctrine of the Trinity, diſown Chriffs 
Sati fact ion to Divine Juſtice. Some of them do more than 
cavil at it, as their ſcoffing Language, when they treat of it, 
is an Indication. And the Truth is, to talk of Chriſt's making 
Kati faction to eternal Fuſtice, if he were not God, would be to 
talk ignorantly ; for he muſt be Infinite, who makes that full 
Satisfaction, which may accompliſh a Reconciliation between 
the moſt Holy God and Sinners, every Way anſwering the 
Demands of vindictiue Fuſtice, I know, they who deny the 
Trinity, reject the Doctrine of vindictive Fuſtice being Natural to 
God. But if we conſider a reaſonable Creature, and its moral 

Dependance on God, we ſhall ſee that God manifeſted this Per- 
fection to be natural to him, in-as-much as he threatned 
Death to Adam, upon Suppoſition of his Diſobedience, which 
was, in other Words, the making of a Penal Law. 

To ask, whether God could have made a reaſonable Crea- 
ture, and yet not make the Creature ſubject to a Law; and 
having thus ſubjected him to the Law, ſhould add no Sanction 
to the preceptive Part of the Law: Or having added it, ſhould, 
without a valuable Conſideration, diſcharge the Offender, is in 
Effect, to ask whether God be God? Nor does this depend up- 

on an arbitrary or ſovereign Decree ; but this appertains to the 
Perfection of the holy and eternal Being. 

So that ſuppaling a Creature to be ſinful, God cannot but 

exerciſe this Juſtice; and it is inconſiſtent with his Perfections 

to leave Sin unpuniſhed, Exod. xxxiv. 7. Exod. xx. 5. 
No we are to conſider that Chriſt made Satisfaction to this 
Juſtice of God, for Sinners. 

Here it is ſuppoſed that all Men are Sinners; that, by Sin, 
they are obnoxious to God's Diſpleaſure, Eph. ii. 1, 2. and 
this Sin is repreſented as a Debt, Matth. vi. 12. the Satisfafion 
that is made for it, is in Scriprure compared to 4. Price, 1 Cor, 
vi. 20, And Sin is that which is fer forth as Rebellion againſt 


God, which expoſes the Guilty ro God's Curſe, Gal, lil, x. | 
Rk | F 2 There, 
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Therefore in the Sati faction of Chrift, there is a Payment 
of the Debt; and an Atonement made, whereby God's Anger 
is appeaſed, and the Guilr of Sin 1s by the Suffering of the 
Puniſhment due to ir'expiared. | 
Sin is nor only a Debt, but a Crime; and therefore, God, 
being the Governor and Judge of the Earth, who alone can 
forgive Sin, and who has a R:zht Natural, and indefeaſible, of 
1 and of puniſning; ir does not feem very intelligi- 

le how God ſhould keep the Government or Supremacy of 
the Univerſe, in his Hands, yet lay aſide his vindictive Fuſtice, 
unleſs we will ſuppoſe that he will deny himſelf, _ 

If it be Natural to God to give an Holy Law to Rational 
Creatures, ſo as that a Man muſt deny the Perfections of 
God, who ſhall deny this; it evidently follows that he muft 
puniſh Diſobedience. | x 

$. 2. It is in the next Place to be enquired,. whether Chriſt 
made a real and true Satisfaction, in the Place of Sinners, to 
God's Juſtice, It is not whether the Satisfaction, that he 
made, was an improper or metaphorical One, but a penal Satis- 
faction, properly ſo call d? 

Nor whether Chriſt's Death was profitable for us, as an 
Example, to ſhew that we ſhould rather die, than fin againſt 
the Light of our Conſciences ? Dee, 

Bur whether he ſo died in our Place or Stead, as to bear the 
Pumſhment, which we had deſerved ? ; ”y 

It is a Fundamental Principle amongſt Chriſtians, that there 
it but one Cod: and it is nor leſs certain, there is but one Medi- 
ator between God and Man, the Man Cbriſt Feſus, who gave him- 
felf a Ranſem for all, to be teſtified in due Time, 1 Tim. ii. 5, 6. 

Let any Man read the liiid Chapter of Iſaiah, and the Do- 
ctrine of the Meſiah's ſuffering Puniſhment for Sin will ap- 
pear ſo plain, that little can be ſaid againſt it, except Cavil 
and Impertinence. To apply the Chapter to Jeremy, or Heze- 
kiah, or à Rabbi who had the Tvoth-Ach Thixteen Years, is 
ſo very childiſh, that it would ſui prize a conſidering Mind, 
to find any led away by ſuch rrifling Suggeſtions. 3 

In the New Teſtamem, this Chapter is evidently applied 
to Chriſt, Iſai. liii. 1, Ho hath believed our Report, and to whom 
3s the Arm of the Lord revealed? John xii, 37, 38. But tho" be 
had done fo many Miracles before them, yet they believed not on 
him, that the ſaying of Eſaias the Prophet might be fullfilled, 
which be ſpake, Lord, who hath believed cur Report ? © 
And the Apoſtle, Rom. x. 16. But they bave not all obey'd the 
Goſpel, for Efaias faich, Lord, who hath believed our Report ? 


And 
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And I/ai. liii. 4, 5, 6. Surely he hath born our Griefs, &c. 
applied to Chriſt by the Apoſtle, 1 Pet. ii. 24, 25. and v. 3, 8. 
is interpreted of Chriſt Feſus, Acts viii, 32, Sc. Ir would be 
eaſy to ſhew the like, as ro other Paſſages in the Chapter. But 
theſe cited are ſufficient, | Wan OP SS. 
Now theſe Paſſages, He bath born our Griefs, &c. He was 
wounded for our Tranſgreſſions, he was bruiſed for our Iniquities, 
the Chaſtiſement of our Peace was wy him, with his Stripes are 
we healed, the Lord hath laid on him the Iniquities of us all; 
lainly declare that Chrift ſuffered for Sin, for our Sins; that 


e underwent Puniſhment that was due to us, in our Place and 


Stead, which is proper Satisfaction to Divine Juſtice. 


Sin of his own he had not, Heb. vii. 26, 27. For ſuch an 


High Prieſt became us, who is holy, harmleſs, undefiled, ſeparate 
from Sinners, and made higher than the Heaven:; who needeth not 
daily, at thoſe High Prieſts, to offer up Sacrifices, firſt for his 


own Sins, then for the People's, &c. : 
He is alfo ſaid ro purge our Sins, Heb, i. 2. without the Be- 


lief thereof; there is no Salvation, Heb. ii. 3. beſides we read 
that he was made Sin for us, that we might be made the Rigbre- 
ouſneſs of God, in him, 2 Cor. v. 21. | | 
And to redeem us from the Curſe of the Law, being made 
a Curſe for us, Gal. iii. 13. he is repreſented as a Sacrifice, 1 Cor. 
v. 7. and Propitiation, 1 John ii. 2. and to put away Sin b 
the Sacrifice of himſelf, Heb. ix. 26. He is the Lamb of | 
which taketh (or bearerh) away the Sin of the World, John i. 29. 
That he died (bree F hg, on the Account, or for the 
ſake of our Sins, 1 Cor. x. 

' We are ſaid to be redeemed with the Price of his precious 
Blood, 1 Per. i. 18, 19. and that he redeemed us, Tit. il. 24. 


And this is declared to be the great Deſign of his coming 


into the-World, ro give a Ranſom for Many, ,. rw uz 
Gauri Meg, avri ren, Mat. xx. 28. and his Blood is ſaid to be 
ſhed for the Remi ſſion of the Sins'of Many, Mat. xxvi. 28. 

* Chriſt, by the Price of his Blood, has eſpouſed the Church to 
himſelf; which Eſpouſal is compleated when Men are brought 
to comply with the Terms of the Goſpel, 2 Cor. xi. 2. Eph. v. 23, 
Sc. Now, if we ask who this is, who does thus eſpouſe the 
Church ? I anſwer, it is the eternal, ſupreme, ſelf-exiſting Be- 
ing, who made al Things, 1/as. liv. 5. For thy Maker is thine 
Husband, (the Fehovah Zebaoth), the Lord of Hoſts is his Name, 
and thy Redeemer-the Holy One of Iſrael, the God of the whole 
Earth ſhall he be callode. 


The 
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.: The Church of England expreſſes the Doctrine of the Satis- 
faction, in plain and fignificant Words; for the more full 
*. Underſtanding hereof, it is our Parts and Duties ever to re- 
member the great Mercy of Cod, how that (all the World 
being wrapped in Sin by breaking of the Law) God ſent his 


only Son our Saviour. Chriſt into the World, to fulfill the 


* Law for us, and by ſhedding of his moſt precious Blood, to 
* make a Sacrifice and Satisfaction, or (as it may be called) 
* Amends to his Father for our Sins, to aſſwage his Wrath and 
Indignation conceiv'd. againſt us for our Sins. * ri 

S. 3. The Doctrine of the Trinity being laid aſide, the 
whole Scheme of the Evangelical Doctrine is overrhrown, e- 


ſpecially that which relates to our being pardoned, and accept- 


ed, for the fake of the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt impured. 

That we are juſtified by an imputed Righteouſneſs, is aſſert- 
ed, Rom. iv. 22, Ce. 4nd, rherefore it was imputed to bim for 
Righteouſneſs : now it was not for his ſakg alone, that it was impu- 
ted to bim ; but for us alſo, to whom it ſhall be imputed, if we be- 
lieve on him that raiſed up Jeſus our Lord from the Dead, who 
was delivered for aur Offences, and raiſed for our Fuſtification. This 
is an Article Stantis ve! cadeiitis Eccleſiæ, that we are juſtified 
by Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, imputed upon believing, and not by 
our own, Phil. iii. 9. And be found in him, not having mine own 
Righteouſneſs, which is of the Law, but that which is thro' the 
Hieb of Chrift, the Righteouſneſs which is of God by Faith. 

This ſeemed a Myftery too great to be received by the 
Few: in the Apoſtolical Age, Rom. x. 3. For they being ignorant 
of God's Righteouſneſs, and going about to eſtabliſh a Righteouſneſs 


of their own, have not ſubmitted to the Righteouſneſs of God, For 


Chriſt is the End of the Law, for Righteouſneſs, to all who believe. 
Thus the Body of the Jews/b Nation fell from that Cove- 
nant which God had made With Abrabam, and thereby from 
$alvation;; tho, as in the Days of Elijah, a Remnant held the 
Faith, and kept to the Worſhip of God, and (Rom. xi. 5, 6, 7) 
even ſo at this preſent Time, there is a  Remmant according to the 
Election of Grace; aud if by Grace, then it is no more of Works, o. 
abermiſe Grace is no more Grace ; but if it be of Mors, then it 35 
nd more Grace ; otherwiſe Work is no more Work, What then ? 
| Uſrael bath nas obtained that which be ſeekgth for, but the Eletli- 
on hath obtained it, and the Reſt. were blinded. | 
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I is from Craxineſs in a Man's Intellectuals, to fay we are 
not to believe theſe Things, becauſe they ſurpaſs, or appear” 
my ſterious to Humane Reaſon. * 

Muſt we ſeek a Frftification — pour the Doctrine of 

Chriſtianity, or according to the Principles of Fewiſh Rabbins, - 
who bl me Feſus of Nazareth, and deny the Trinity? 

They ſay, a Man is ro expiate his Sins by himſelf, or by his 
Doings or Sufferings. This is either by the AfMictions which 
he undergoes, or the Evils which he ſuffers ; or by his Ver- 
tues and Good Works, which he performs, particularly by Re- 
pentance. As to Aßflictions they reckon. ſome tobe neceſſary; 
which are inflicted by another: They term rhoſe voluntary 
which they lay upon themſelves. They regard nor only their 
own Afflictions, but thoſe of others, as well Men 4s Animals: 
Death is the Subſtance of all Evils in their Eſteem, and whe- 
ther it be their own, or another's, they make it an Expiation for 
Sins; Hence is the. common Saying amongſt them, Let Death 
be the Expiation of Sin! Let my Death be an Expiation for my 
Sin ! or let bis Death be an Expiation for his Sin ! 

They pray thus allo for Malefactors, who fall by the Hands 
of civil Juſtice ; all which they refer to the Death of the Per- 
ſon, whoſe Sins are to be expiated thereby; not ro the Expia- 
tion by the Meſiab, by his Death that he ſuffered for us. Bur 
eſpecially do they attribute the greateſt Power of Expiating, to 

their keepiug the Day of Expiation, and the other Nine Days 
which precede it. ws 

If in their own Opinion they paſs theſe Days in continual 
Afflictions, Penances, Faſts, &c. they account themſelves Pure, 
and cleared from Guilr. #14 | 

Bur againſt theſe, and other their Fancies, about Juſtification, 
Chriſtianity reaches that a Man cannot juſtify himſelf, or ex- 
piate Sin, by ſuffering, or by good Works. Not that Chriſti- 
anity makes good Works unneceſſary, or without a Recom- 
pence. But Chriſtian Religion reaches us, that no meer Man 
can, by his bearing Puniſhment, make Reparation to Divine 
| Juſtice for the Offence offered by Sin. Much leſs can volun- 
rary Penances make Satisfaction, nor can one finful Man make 


Satizfattion for another. No Man can perfectly keep God's 


Law. | 
No Man's Works are abſolutely perfect, by them therefore 
eternal Life is not ro be purchaſed. We muſt therefore hope 
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* Hoornbeck, cont. Jude, L. 6. C. 2. P. 423. 
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for Juſtification by Chriſt's Suffering and Obedience; Dan ix: 


24, 26. Seventy Weeks. are determined on thy People, and upon thy 
boly City, to finiſh Tranſgreſſions, to make an End of Sin, and to 
make Reconciliation for Iniquity, and to bring in everlaſting 


Righteouſneſs, and to ſeal up the Viſion and the Prophecy, and to 


anoint the moſt Holy: and after Threeſcore and Two Weeks, ſhall 
Meſſias be cut off, but not for himſelf, cc. | 5 
I would on no Account be guilty of ſuch an untighteous In- 
ſinuation, as if every One who denies that Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, are of the ſame eternal Subſtance, did deny the Pu- 
rity of thoſe Texts, Iſai. liii. 5. and 1 Pet. ii. 24. which treat 
of Chriſt's ſuffering for our Sins: Bur I muſt own ir is to me 
unintelligible, how any Man can think that Chriſt made a real 
and proper Satisfaction to eternal Fuſtice, if he were not the 
true God, eſſentially ſo. For unleſs there were an infinite Dig- 
nity in the Perſon; who made the Satisfaction, there could not 
be a proper Satisfattion to the Juſtice of God; there being no 
Proportion berween the Obedience and Sufferings of a finite 
Being, and the Injury done ro the erernal Being, by the Sins 
of Men. To ſay that God accepted ſomething not equivalenr 
to the Demerit of Sin, and which did nor ſo plenarily ſatisfy 
God's Juſtice, as that without the leaſt Ditninution of his 
Honour, as Rector of the Univerſe, God might juſtify the Sin- 
ner; manifeſtly overthrows the Goſpel. TE 
Nor is this Doctrine of Fuſtifieation a private Opinion of 
mine; but what the eſtabliſhed Church profeſſes, Article XI. 
We are accounted Righteous before God, only for the Me- 
* rits of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt by Faith, and not 


* for our own Works, or Deſervings. Wherefore, that we 


* are juſtified by Faith only; is a moſt wholeſome Doctrine, 
and very full of Comfort, as more largely is expreſſed, in 
* the Homily of Juſtification. PU. 
FS. 4. Moreover, to deny the Doctrine of the Trinity, hin- 
ders our Belief of the Operations of the Holy Spirit, in them 
who are the Heirs of eternal Life. | | 
The Holy Spirit is repreſented, in Scripture, as the Worker of 
a Principle of Holineſs in the Redeemed, 1 Per. i. 2. Ele& ac- 
cording to the Fore-hnowledge of God the Father, thro' SanGtifica- 
tion of the Spirit, unto Obedience, and ſprinkling of the Blood of 
Feſus, &c. with this; alſo, his being a Spirit of Conſolation, 
ought ro be regarded. | | 8 
1. There is a Work of Regeneration, Which is wrought by 
the Holy Spirit. : , 
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tf expect; on this Head, to be unmercifully inſulted by them? 


who ridicule all Divine Operations on the Minds of Men, in 


order to their being made Holy, They muſt excuſe me if I 
do not ſer ſuch an bigh Value on their Eſteem, as to forſake 
or conceal any one of the excellent Doctrines of the Goſpel, 


that I may not incur their Diſpleaſure. 


To ſpeak freely, I cannor but think that the profane Scoffing 
at this Branch of revealed Religion, hath, in great Meaſure, 
paved the Way for the Growth of Ariani/m, and Photinianiſin, 
which have prevailed ſo much of late Years. A late Writer, 


' ſpeaking of a Book, wherein Principles of this Nature are 


exhibired, hath a very emphatical Turn. 

Not {ſaith he) that I believe the main Part of the Do. 
ctrine therein (that is in that Book, to which he writes a 
Preface,) contained; that being next to impoſſible for any 
one to do, that is ſo much in love with a Rational Religion, 
and has ſo great a Regard to the Original Writings of Chri- 
* ſtianity, with ſo mean an Opinion of Modern Syſtems of 
Divinity, as I have | OS 

Had Men, who value themſelves for theit Free-Thinking, 
but weighed what is contained in ſome Syſtems of Theology, 
they would have been able to have diſcovered the Sophiſms, by 
which they have been deluded into Errors, that overthow 
the primitive Faith. But let Men of this Character gnaſh _ 
their Teeth everſomuch, yer the Sacred Truths of the Goſpel 
are not to be ſuppreſſed, in Complaiſance to them: Nor is 
we juſt Reaſon why we ſhould be aſhamed of the Holy Do- 

rine. 

If theſe Men believe the Scriptures to be of Divine Original, 
I would beg them to conſider, whether the Bible does nor 


make Regeneration to be neceſſary to everlaſting Bleſſedneſs, 


Fobn lil. 3. Except a Man be born again, he cannot ſee the Ring- 
dom of God, and v. 5. Our Sanctification is neceſſary, - 

We cannot ſanctify our ſelves, the Work is aſcribed to God's 
Spirit, who thereupon is called God, Phil. il. 13. For it is God 
who works in you, both to will and to do, of his good Pleaſure; 

I do not charge the adverſe Party with denying that Men 
ought ro be Holy ; bur that rhey are in a moſt pernicious Er- 
ror, as to the Efficient, as well as with Reference to the Na- 
ture of that Sanctification, which the Goſpel requires. 

This Work is attributed to the Holy Spirit, 2 Theſ. ii. 13. 
But we are bound to give Thanks always to God, for yeu Brethren, 
beloved of the Lord; becauſe God hath from the Beginning choſen 

6 you 


5 e : 
You to Salvation, thro' Sanctification of rhe Spirir, and Belief of 
the Truth. 2 ; 

The Work of Mortification of Sin is attributed to the Holy 
Ghoſt, Rom. viii. 13. Holineſs of Heart and Life, and the 
Concomitants thereof are by him, Gal. v. 24, 25. The Fruit of 
the Spirit, is Love, Foy, Peace, Long- ſuffering, Gentleneſs, Goodneſs, 
Faith, Meekneſs, Temperance; againſt ſuch there is no Law. And 
they that are Chriſt's, have crucified the Fleſh with the Affections 
and Luſts. If we live in the Spirit, let us alſs walk in the Spirit. 

They who are profuſe 1n their deciding theſe Things, may 
do well to enquire whether they are Partakers of that Holi- 
neſs, which is truly Evangelical, Tz. iii. 5, 6. Not by Works of 
Righteouſneſs, which we have done; but according to his Mercy, he 
ſaved us by the waſhing of Regeneration, and renewing of the Holy 
Ghoſt, which he ſhed on us abundantly, thro' Feſus Chriſt our Sa- 


viour. 


Agreeable to this, we find the Collect for the Nativity. * Al- 


mighty God, who haſt given us thy only begotten Son, rq 
take our Nature upon him, and as at this Time to be born of 
a pure Virgin; grant that we being Regenerate, and made 
thy Children by Adoption, and Grace, may daily be renew'd 
by thy Holy Spirit, thro' the ſame Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who 
liverh and reigneth with Thee, and the ſame Spirit, ever 
* one God, World without end, Amen. 

2. The denying the Doctrine of the Trinity, does alſo hin- 
der our believing his Operations, as a Comforter, 

This Title he has given to him, hn xv. 7. the inward 
Senſe of our Reconciliation to God, is from the Holy Spirit, 
Rom. v. 5. Becauſe the Love of God is ſhed abroad in our Hearts, 
by the Holy Ghoſt, which is given to us. He is repreſented as 
Witneſſing our Adoption, Rom. viii. 15, by which ir appears, 
that the Doctrine of the Trinity, is not an unprofitable or uſe- 
leſs Speculation, but that which caſts a favourable Aſpect on 

that religious Obedience, which the Redeemed are to offer by 
the Aſſiſtance of Divine Grace, to the eternal Father, ever 
bleſſed Son, and moſt Holy Spirit, to whom they are dedicated 
in Baptiſm. | ER. 
In the Collect for the Monday in Mhitſun-Week. God, who 
das ar this Time did teach the Hearts of thy faithful People 
* by the ſending to them the Light of thy Holy Spirit; grant 
* us by the ſame Spirit to have a right Judgment of all Things, 
* and evermore to rejoice in his Holy Comfort, thro' the Me- 
* rits of Chriſt Jeſus our Saviour, who liveth and reigneth 
| | | wich 
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* with Thee, in the Unity of the ſame Spirit, one God, 
World without End. Amen. 

Nor is this the only Argument to prove the Neceſſity of 
believing the Doctrine of the Trinity, I would deſire that it 
may farther be conſider d, 

$. 5. That by which Chriſtians, are diſtinguiſhed from Infi- 
dels, is a Fundamental Article of Faith, neceſſary ro Salva- 
tion. 

But the Article of the Trinity is that by which Chriſtians 
are diſtinguiſhed from Infidels, I preſume, I am diſcourſing 
with them, who own that a Chriſtian is to be diſtinguiſhed 
from an Heathen, or an Infidel. What is publickly owned as a 
Principle, that is to be embraced by all who belong to the E- 
ſtabliſned Church of England, is nor eaſily ro be confuted. 

They alſo are to be had accurſed, that preſume to ſay, 
* thar every Man ſhall be ſaved, by the Law or Sect which 
he profeſſes, ſo that he be diligent to frame his Life to that 
Law, and the Light of Nature, for Holy Scripture doth ſer 
* our unto us, only the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, whereby Men 


- £ muſt be ſaved, 


I ſtill proceed on the Suppoſition, that the Scriprures are of 
Divine Original, and that what they declare to be neceſſary 
to Salvation, is ſo, Fohn v. 39. Search the Scriptures, for in 
them ye think, ye have eternal Lije, and they are they which teſtify 

me. 

John xx. 31. But theſe are written, that ye might believe that 
Feſus is the Chriſt, the Son of God, and that by believing, ys might 
have Life thro' his Name. ; 
- Heathens, Mahometans and Jews, own the Exiſtence of God, 
as might eaſily be ſhown, were ir requiſite in this Place. 
Heathens did, or might know rhe Exiſtence of God, who is 

Juſt, a Puniſher of Wickedneſs, as well as Good, and a Bene- 
actor, | 

But the Doctrine of the Trinity was not diſcovered by the 
Light of Nature, and whether it could be ſo, may juſtly be 
doubred. And the Scriptures declare the Gentiles are "Ave, 
without God in the World, becauſe without Chriſt, Eph. ii. 12. 
He that is deſtitute of the Knowledge of Chriſt the Son of 
God, he is without God, deſtitute of the true Knowledge of 
the true God, Gal. iv. 7, 8, Wherefore thou art no more a Servant 
but a Son; and if a Son, then an Heir of God, thro' Feſus Chriſt : 
Howbeit then, when ye knew not Cod, ye did Service to them, which 
by Nature arc net Gods. : | 


2 Jebn 


1 
1 Jobn il. 22; Whos a Liar, but he that denieth that Feſus 1# 
the Chriſt ? He is Antichriſt that denieth the Father, and the Son. 
Upon this Principle, rhe Scripture declares, 1 Fohn v. 11, 
12, 13. And this is the Record that God hath given to us eternal 
Life, and this Life is in bis Son; he that hath the Son, hath Life, 
and be that hath not the Son of God, bath not Life ; theſe Things 
have I written unto you, that believe on the Name of the Son of 
God, that yeu may know that ye have eternal Life, and that ye may 
believe on the Name of the Son of God. OW, 

He then, who is ignorant of the Son, hath not à ſaving 
Knowledge (ſo I venture to call it) of the Father, conſequent- 
ly has nor ſuch a Knowledge of God, as is requiſite to diſtin- 
guiſh him from Infidels. | | 

$. 6. In a Word, he that is ignorant of the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, is ignorant of the whole Method of Salvation, as re- 
vealed in rhe everlaſting Goſpel, ; 

The denying of it overthrows the whole Oeconomy of the 
Covenant of Redemption, and of Grace. The Scripture re- 
veals, that Death and Miſery are come on all the Poſterity of 

Adam, Eph. 11. 1, 2. Rem. v. 12. and were the Scripture ſilent, 
yet the Thing is too viſible to be concealed, that Men are mi- 
erable and obnoxious to Death. Divine Revelation informs 
us, that no Man can be delivered from God's Wrath, to which 
Sinners are expoled, but by Feſus Chriſt, 1 Theſ. i. 10. and 
this Salvation by Feſus Chriſt is granted to none bur thoſe 
who believe on him, Fohn 111. 36. 

The Caſe ſtands thus: God hath determined that without 
Satisfaction made to his Juſtice, there ſhould be no Remiſſion 
of Sin, nor Deliverance from the Kingdom of Satan, Wirh- 
out Faith on Chriſt, there is no Title granted to this Satisfacti- 
on _— he has made, and the Redemption which he has pur- 
chaſed. | 

He who hath not the Knowledge of Chriſt, neither dorh, 

nor can believe on him; he who believes nor the God: head of 
_ Chriſt, and conſequently the Trinity, cannot be ſaid to take 
the Meaſures, neceſſary to his having a Title to what Chr:/t 
hath done and ſuffered, as a compleat Atonement for Sin, 
and a Purchale of eternal Life. Eph. i. 5, 6. baving predeſt ina- 
ted us to the Adeprion of Children, by Feſus Chriſt bimſelf, accord- 
ing to the good Pleaſure of bis Will, to the Praiſe of the Glory of 
his Grace, whereby he bath made us accepted in the Beleved, in 
whom we have Redempticn thro' his Blood, the Forgiveneſs of Sins, 
according to the Riches of bis Grace, ED 3 


Now, 
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Now; any Man who believes the Truth of the Scripture} 


will hardly be able to diſtinguiſh, himfelf from the Fews, if he 


denies the Trinity; and conſequently he doth exclude himſelf 
from a Title to the Merits of Chriſt, and to that eternal Life, + 
which Chriſt's Righreouſneſs hath purchaſed. | 

Tertullian diſputing againſt Patripaſſiani, having ſhewn. that 
the Son did ſuffer, becauſe that on rhe Croſs, he ſaid, my 
God! my God Why haſt thou forſaken me? This ſaith Ter- 
tullian, was the Wice of the Man, not of the Word, nor of 
the Spirit. There 
God was impaſſible. | | 

This the Apoſtle thought, when he ſaid, the Father ſpared 
not the Son. Before him, Eſaias, And the Lord delivered him 
for our Iniquities: ſo the Father forſook him, when he did not 
ſpare him, and ſo whilſt he delivered him for our Sins, to be 
for ſool of the Father, was for the Son to die. The Son was to 
die, and to be raiſed according to the Scriptures, by the Fa- 
ther; the Son aſcends into the Heighths of the Heavens, who 
alſo deſcended into the Lowermoſt Parts of the Earth: He 
ſits at the Right Hand of the Father; the Father does not 
fir at his own Right Hand. 3 8 4 1 

Stephen when he was ſtoned, ſaw him ſtanding ar the Right 
Hand of God, and there will he fic until the Father have 
brought all his Enemies under his Feet. 

He is to come in che Clouds, in like Manner as he aſcended. 
Having diſcourſed to this Effect, he ſubjoins theſe Words. 


e it was uttered, that he might ſhew that 


Hic interim acceptum a Patre munus effudit Spiritum Sanctum 
* 


* tertium Nomen Divinitatis, & tertium gradum Majeſlatis, unius 


Prædicatorem Monarchie, ſed & Oeconomiæ Inter pretatorem, Ser- 
mones, nove propheti.e, ejus admiſerit & deductorem omnis veri- 
tatis que in Patre, filio, & ſpiritu ſan», ſecundum Chriſtia- 
num Sacramentum. Cæterum judaice fidei iſta res, ſi unum Deum 
credere ut Filium ad numerare ei nolis, & poſt filium, Spiritum. 
Quid enim erit inter nos & illos niſi differentia iſta? Quid opus 
evangelii, que eſt ſubſtantia nevi Teſtamenti, Statuens Legem & 
prophetas uſque ad Joannem, fi non exinde Pater & Filius G 
Spiritus tres credits unum Deum ſiſtunt? Sic Deus voluit. 
Novare Sacramentum, & nove unus crederetur per filium & ſpi- 
ritum, ut coram jam Deus in ſuis propriis nominibus Y perfonis. 
cognoſceretur, qui & retro per Filium & Spiritum pr.edicatus non 
« intelligebatur. Viderint igitur Antichriſti, qui negans Patrem 
* & filium. Negant enim Patrem, dum eundem filium dicunt; 
* negant filium, dum eundem Patrem credunt, dando 1015 
* que nen ſunt, auferendo que ſunt, Qui vero . 2 

braſtum 
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i Chriftum filium Dei, non Patrem, Deus in illo manet, & ipfe in 
Ded. Nos credimus Teſtimonio Dei, quo teſtatus eſt de Filio ſus : 
© qui filium non habet, nec vitam habet, non autem Filium, qui eum 
* alium, quim filium, credit, Adverſ. Prax. C. 30. | 
It is foreign to the Purpoſe, to ſay that Tertullian was now 
2a Montaniſt, fince he fell in with them, in no Point that con- 
tradicted rhe Senſe of the Catholick Church, in the Article of 
the Trinity. 
That which 1 bring the Quotation for, is ro ſhew, that a 
Man is not to be diſtinguiſhed from an Infide! Few, tho he 
bolds the Bible ro be of Divine Original, if yer he deny the 
Article of the Trinzty. . 
Moreover, by denying the Trinity, they do overthrow the 
Doctrine of the Application of Redemption by the Spirit of 
God; Who by the Goſpel enlightens the Mind, perſwades 
the Vill ro comply with the Terms of Salvation, offered in 
and by a Redeemer. The Way to anſwer this, which I know 
ſome have taken, is to charge it with Enthuſiaſm, and to make 
it nothing better than Canting. Os | 
If Men have ſo little of Religion, as to ſcoff at the Scrip- 
tures, and Doctrines contained therein, ir is not to be thought 
they ſnould have ſo much good Manners, as to regard what 
= * with the greateſt Solemnity by the Eſtabliſp d 
Auch. 
The Collect for the Sunday after Chriſtmaſs, it, 
* Almighry God, who haſt given us thine only Begorten Son; 
© ro rake our Nature upon him, and as at this Time to be born 
© of a pure Virgin; grant that we being Regenerare, and made 
* thy Children by Adoprion and Grace, may be daily renew- 
* ed by thy Holy Spirit, thro' the ſame, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
who liveth and reigneth with Thee and the ſame Spirit, e- 
ver one God, World without End, Amen. 
I ſhall take Notice of another Collect, that for the Thurſday in 
Nhitſun- Week. | | 
God, who as at this Time, did'ſt reach the Hearts of thy 
faithful People, by the ſending ro them the Light of thy 
* Holy Spirit; grant us by the ſame Spirit ro have a right 
Judgment in all Things, and evermore ro rejoyce in his 
Holy Comfort, thro' the Merirs of Chriſt Jeſus our Saviour, 
* who liveth and reigneth with Thee, in the Unity of the 
* lame Spirit, one God, World without End, Amen. 
It is not my Buſineſs, in this Place, to animadverr on any 
Buffoon Writer, who ridicules the D-&rines, and the Terms, u- 
ſed to expreſs the Doctrine which is of the greateſt 2 
* an 
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And Gught is be reared with the profoündeſt Reverence! 


May God hear the Prayer made on Behalf of the Faithful. 

* Almighty and everlaſting God, who haſt given unto us 
thy Servants Grace, by the Confeſſion of a true Faith, to ac- 
* knowledge the Glory of the eternal Trinity, and in the 


Power of the Divine Majeſty, ro worfhip the Unity; we 


beſeech thee, that thou would'ſt keep us ſtedfaſt in this 
Faith, and evermore defend us from all Adverſities, who liv- 
« eſt and reigneſt, one God, World without End, Amen. Coll! 


for Trinity- Sunday. 
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C. HAN V. 


Objections conſider d. F. 1. Of the Doctrine being tncoms 


prehenſible; the Article has been in the Church from Time 
immemorial. F. 2. Of its implying a Contradiction. 
g. 3. Variety of Explications. g. 4. A Sophiſm anſwer« 
ed, F. 5. Of the Mord Trinity not being in Scripture. 
$. 6. Of the Morality of the Anti-trinitarians. F. 7. 
Objettions from 1 Cor. viii. 4, &c. anſwered. F. 8. 
John xvii. 3. $.9. 1 John v. 7. conſidered, Biſhop 

ell, K. Stephans, Luther, Tyndal, Biſhop Stilling- 
fleet. F. 10. Dr. Wallis, his Thoughts on 1 John v. 7. 


5. 1. H Axing endeavoured to 'eſtabliſh what I propoſed, I 

ſhall now conſider, what Objections may be made 
againſt this Doctrine. If nothing is to be admitted as true, bur 
what can have no Exceptions made againſt it, there will be lit- 
tle or nothing received of either Natural or Revealed Religion. 
As to the former, that Fundamental Principle, there is a God, 
has been denied, and conſequently his Providence, and the 
Worſhip due ro him. As to the latter, ſome deny the Scrip- 
tures, and make the Goſpel a mere Fable, and raiſe Excepti- 


ons againſt each of the Articles of the Creed. We are nor, 


therefore, ro renounce an Article of Faith, becauſe oppoſed ; 
bur are to conſider what may be ſaid, in Anſwer ro the Ob- 
jections of choſe, who are otherwile minded. 


I ſhall begin with a very plauſible Objection againſt what I 
have advanced, | 1 


— 
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ticles, which they cannot comprehend. 

To which I anſwer, the Article is not of my making; but 
the CO hath been in Poſſeſſion of it, from Time imme- 
mortal. | 
Before the coming of the Bleſſed Feſus, a Plurality of Per- 
ſons in the God-head was known, We read of God, and of 
the Spirit of God, as creating the World, Gen. i. 2. and 26. 
God ſaid, Let Us make Man. Ir could not be ſpoken to Au- 


els, unleſs you attribute Omnniporency to them, and ſ make 


hem to be the Creator of Adam; which is, on no Account, 
to be allowed. 3 
Beſides, Gen. iii. 26 The Lord God ſaid, behold, Man is bes 
rome as One of Us, to know Good and Evil. God ſpeaks to 
them who ate his Equals, whom Man affected to be like, and 
in Gen. Xi. 6, 7. Fehovah ſaid, Sc. And let us go down, &c. 
there is no Mention made of Angels. | 
Now, it will be hard to aſſign a ſatisfying Reaſon, why 
God ſhould uſe this Language, unleſs ir be to intimate a Plu- 
rality of Perſens. To ſay, that God ſpeaks thus, for the ſake 
of his Glory, as Kings and Emperors do uſe the Plural Num- 
ber, will not help the Matter. For, beſides the Idiotiſm of 
the Hebrew Tongue, will not admit of this Inſinuation: Ir is 
idle to argus from the Modern Cuſtom of Princes, to prove 
this was the ancient Way of ſpeaking ; for the moſt haughry 
Princes ſpake of themſelves, and were ſpoken unto in the Sin- 
gular Number, Exod. v. 2. And Pharach ſaid, Who is Jeho- 
vah > Thar I ſhould obey his Voice, to let Iſrael go. I know 
not, Sc. Thus Nebuchadnezzar, Dan. ii. 3, 4. Beſides, if God 
ſpeaks thus, on the Account of his Glory, it would follow, 
that he would always do fo; but the contrary is evident. Nay, 
it would be ſo far from advancing his Glory, that ir doth plain- 


ly give Occaſion to the Church, to ſuppoſe there is a Plurali- 
ty of Perſons in the Godhead, and would occaſion his parting 


with that Glory, which he declares he will no: renounce, 5 his 
being the One only Ged, Iſai. xlii. 8. if there was not a Plurali- 
ty of Perſons in the God-head. | 

David did acknowledge God, as the Creator, P/ xix. 1, 2. 
He owned Gd the Sen, as his Lord, Pſal. cx. 1, Cc. and that 
he (i. e. the Son or A=) was the Creator, P/al. xxx1ii. 6. 
by the Word of Fehovah, were the Heavens made, and all the 
Hoſt of them, by the Spirit [ Beruacs] of his Mouth. Com- 
pare this with John i. 2. 


In 


11 is hard, Fou'll Tay; to damn them for not believing AZ 


%% 
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In another Pſalm, he ſpeaks of God the Holy Spirit, as being 
every where preſent. It cannot be deny'd, that Omaipreſence 
is a Perfection belonging to the One only living and true God, 
Pſal. cxxxix. 7. 

As to the New Teſtament, ſo many Texts have out of it been 
offered, that, as I judge, ir will be needleſs to repeat them, 
or add any more, in this Place. | 

And that ir hath been the Faith of the Chriſtian Church, 


from the Apoſtles down to the Nicene Council, J am fatisfy'd' 
may be made evident, and I may elſewhere, if God pleaſe, 


put this Matter in a clear Light. | 5 

This Article being thus tranſmitted, it will be hard to cen- 
ſure them, who have believed it, having learned to Captivate 
their Reaſon to the Obedience of Faith, as if they were Fools, 
or worſe. | 

Bur ſtill ir is urged, the Matter is what no Man can com- 

ehend. For my part, I never ſaid any Man gould compre- 
2 it. Nor do they, who hold the Trinity, ſay it is compre- 
henſible by Humane Reaſon. | 

I muſt confeſs, I do not admire them for Men of great 
Reaſon, much leſs as Maſters of Reaſon, who aſſert there is 
nothing myſterious in Chriſtianity. - | 

Such Men, when they deify Reaſon, they do as the Atheni- 
ans, who worſhipped an unknown Ged, that was a Stranger to 
them. | 

What the Eſſence of the ſelf.exiſtent Being is, we have no 
Idea, neither is it, at all, poſſible ro comprehend. * And if we 
cannot have ir of his Eſſence, why ſhould we reject che Do- 
ctrine of the Trinity, becauſe incomprehenſible ? | 

God's Preſcience is not to be deny'd, but how ro compre- 
hend it, is beyond the Skill of Humane Intellect.” | 

Shall we deny God's Providence, becauſe we cannor com- 
prehend it ? Eeccle/. viii. 16, 17. Shall we ſay rhat God is not 
Omnipreſent, becauſe we cannot comprehend ir ? 

Or deny his Eternity, becauſe we cannot comprehend it? 
To ſay, we have an Adequate Idea of Erernity, becauſe we ap- 
prehend it is incomprehenſible, is bur ovening that we cannot 
comprehend it: norwithſtanding we believe ir. 

Now, if we believe theſe Things, notwithſtanding we can- 
not comprehend them, why ſhould we reject the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, becauſe we cannot camprehend it? What faith 
the Holy Volume? Prov. xxx. 3, 4. Io bath aſcended up into 
Heaven? Or deſcended ? Who bath gathered the Wind in his Fiſt 2 


2 


Who hath bound the Waters in a Garment ꝰ Who hath eſtabliſbed 
| H all 
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all the Ends of the Earth? Mbat is his Name? And what is his 
Son's Name 2 If thou can'ſt tell. If you ask, wby, if in the 
God-head there be Three Perſons, and each Perſon be God, 
there do not belong alſo ro each of them Three Perſons, it is 
anſwered, * the Scripture has revealed the Divine Nature, as 
being thus common ro the Three, and ro no more; for that 
Reaſon we ought ro be ſatisfied, unleſs we are ſo vain as to 
ſer up our private Opinions, in Oppoſition ro Divine Revela- 
tion. | | 
F. 2. But others go further, and charge the Doctrine of the 
Trinity with Self. contradiction. How do they prove what 
they ſay 2 Why, they cannot conceive how Three ſhould be 
"TI. | 2 
The Anſwer is, We do nor ſay that One God is Three Gods: 
Bur that in the God-head there are Three, who are the Father, 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoft. And what Contradiction is there 
in ſaying, that what is One abſolutely, may be Three, as to the 
Manner of ſubſiſting ? 2 
Take a Cube, and you will find in it Length, and Breadth, 
and Depth, yet theſe Three are but One. For here are Three 
local Dimenſions, truly diſtinguiſhed from each other, really, 
not imaginarily, and yet the Cube is but One, If any One of 
the Three Dimenſions were wanting, it were not a Cube, There 
is therefore, (ſaith Dr. Wallis in his Letter of Trinity, &c.) no 
Inconſiſtency, that what in one Regard are Three, (Three Di- 
menſions) may in another Regard be ſo united, as to be but 
One [Cube J. And if it may be ſo in Corporeals, much more 
may it be in Spirituals. | 
To ſay, it is impoiſible for the eternal Father to beget, from 
Eternity, bis Glory, Majeſty, Deity ; is only Boldneſs, not 
Depth of Underſtanding, F Let it be demanded, whether ir 
could be communicated, or could not? If you fay it could 
nor, you ought to prove by the Scripruie, that God the Fa- 
ther could not communicate a Divine Perſonality to his Son. 
But this you cannot prove, fince the Scriprure declares that 


Chriſt is God, the only Begotten of the Father, and the expreſs J- 
mage of his Perſon, 


He that could of, Nothing create an whole World, could 


of his own Subſtance beget a Son, and communicate all his 
Glory and Majeſty to hun, without Diviſion or Partition. If 
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he could, why ſhould we not believe that he hath, when 
the Scripture affirms all the Perfections of the eternal Being to 
belong to the Son? This is eſtabliſned by our being obliged 
to believe in Chriſt. He that doth fo, hath eternal Life; he 
thar does not believe, the Wrath of God remains on him : ir 
follows, that Chriſt is God, as truly as the Father, 

There being then no evident Impeſſibility in the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, and a certain Poſſibility, we ought to be deter- 
mined, by what the Holy Scriptures do declare. 

In intelligent Beings, ro BE, to NOV, and to DO, 
are certainly diſtin& each from the other. To be, is not the 
ſame as to know, and to do, is different from them both. For 
a Man may be, and may know, what he doth nor do, Wy 

Bur do the Objectors know what they talk about? Can 
they tell what the Eſſence of the Divine Being is? They may 
do weil to proceed modeſtly in the affirming any thing about 
what they never ſaw, and about which, their moſt raiſed 
22 fall infinitely ſhorr of framing an Adequate Idea. I 

o nor obſerve, that, what I have, here, cited out of Dr. 
Walls, has been ſo much as touched on, much leſs anſwered 


by any Authors of the current Century, 


I add, When ro Demonftration on the one Side, there are 
* oppoſed on the other, only Objections raiſed from our 
want of having Adequate Ideas of the Things themſelves, 
this ought nor to be eſteemed a real Difficulty. -* 


— 


§. 3. Nor ought the Variety of Explications, which they, 


who defend the Doctrine of the Trinity, uſe, be admitted as 


an Objection. 

Is it a Fault only in one Party to uſe Variety of Expreſſions, 
in treating on a Subject? Or do not the Antitrinitarians dif- 
fer as much in their Explications? Or are they all agreed in 
what they would have inſtead of the Trinity 2 No certainly, 
as ſhall be ſhewn in the Sequel. 

Different Men, in the ſame, as well as in different Ages, 
have very ditferently expreſſed” themſelves, according to the 
Diverſity of their Sentiments about Perſonality, and the parti- 
cular Diſtinction of the Three Perſons among themſelves. Is 
ir not ſo in the moſt obvious Things in the World? As in 
Place, Time, Space, Motion, Shall we not agree, that Fire 
doth conſume Wood, until all Men agree, what is the Figure 
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of the fiery Atoms, which eater into the Wood, and convert 
ſome Part to Aſhes, ſome to Smoak, ſome to Flame: 

How unaccountable is ir, ro expect thar all Men ſhould a- 
gree to expreſs their Thoughts of God, in rhe ſame Manner, 
as to exclude all Variety of Phraſe? Beſides, in ſuch a Caſe, 
wherein we have none but figurative Words to expreſs our 
Notions, it is nor ſtrange, that one Man ſhould uſe one Meta- 
phor, another ule a different one, according as their Fancies 
ſerve. 


Thus far ir may be owned, (I ſuppoſe) that the Orthodox 
are agreed, that between theſe Three, which the Scripture 
calls the Father, the Son, and rhe Holy Ghoſt, there is a Diſtin- 
Aion greater than that of the Divine Attributes, but not ſo as 
to be Three Gods ; and this Diſtinction they have ſeen fit to de- 
note by the Word Hypoſtaſis, or Perſon. | 

They a ſo agree that One of theſe Three Perſons, viz. The 
Son, or Word, did take to himſelf an Humane Nature. Bur as 

to the particular Mode, or Manner, how either of theſe Na- 
tures are united, and how theſe Three Perſons are diſtinguiſh- 
ed, each from the other, we may, without Diſparagement, be 

content to be ignorant, further than God has been pleaſed ro 
reveal it to us. Nor are we obliged to call any Man Father, 
upon Earth; bur Learned Men are to be regarded, as far as 
they ſpeak the Senſe of the Scriptures. 8 

4. 4. It is further urged, that by Dint of Argument, the Ar- 
ticle of the Trinity may be overthrown. , | 
For, ſay they, * The only true God is the Father: Chriſt is the on- 
. by true Ged; therefore Chriſt is the Father. But this is only to 

ſport themſelves with a caprious Syllogiſm, which if every 
Man cannot anſwer, yet he ought nor to reject the Doctrine 
of rhe Trinity, which is not overthrown thereby. The An- 
{wer to this Sophiſm, is, that in a Categorical Hllogiſm, the major 
Propoſition ought nor to be particular, nor equipollent to a Par- 
ticular. For from ſuch a Propoſition, when any thing com- 
municable ro more, is the Subject of it, and is reſtrained to 
one Particular, nothing can be inferred in rhe Concluſion. 
Bur ſuch is the Propeſition here; the only true God is the Fa- 
ther, it is a particular Propoſition, when the Subject is reſtrain- 
ed to a ſingular or individual Predicate, tho' in it ſelf communi- 
cable ro more. Now the Propoſition-being ſo made particular, 
the Terms of the Subjett and Pradicate, are ſuppoſed recipro- 
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cal, viz, one God, and the Father, are the ſame, which is falſe. 
Unleſs it be fr proved, that the Name of God is communi- 
cable ro no more, or no other than is the other Term, F A- 
THE R, which to ſuppoſe, is to beg the Queſtion, For the on- 
ly true God hath a larger Signification, than the Term F A- 
THER, or SON. So that tho' the only true God be the 
FATHER, yet every One who is the true God, is not the 
FATHER, Seeing then, that the Name God here, ſupplies 
the Place of a Species, tho' it be abſolutely ſingular, and One, 
and cannot be multiplied, yet in Reſpect of Communication 
it is otherwiſe, it is communicated to more, {or is common to 
more] viz. the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. Therefore, 
if any thing be intended ro be proved from hence, the Propaſi- 
tion muſt be expreſſed according to what the Subject requires, 
as capable of Communication, or Attribution ro more than 
One, as thus, A/hoſoever is the only true God, is the Father, Which 
Propofition rhe Antitrinitarians ſhall never be able to prove. 

There is ſuch a ſort of Sophiſm, from the Equality of the Son 
with the Father; ro clear which, I defire it may be obſerved, 
that £quality, ſtrictly ſpeaking, is not an eſſential Attribute of 
God, It nor being any thing abſolute, nor in the Abſtract 
prædicated of God, yet it is, when ſpoken of Chriſt, reduced 
into a ſuirable Rank of Arguments, on Account of irs Foun- 
dation. For Equality is a Relation between Two or more, 
that are equal. The Foundation of this Relation of Equality be- 
tween the Father and Son, is the Unity, or Oneneſs of Power, 
Wiſdom, and of rhe Divine Efſence ir (elf. For the Son is 
equal to the Father, in Power and Wiſdom, becauſe he hath 
the ſame Eſſence, having all Things that the Father hath, ex- 
cept the particular Perſonal Property. The Divine Eſſence be- 
ing infinite, moſt ſimple and uncompounded, therefore the 
Son of God is either intirely equal ro the Father, or in no 
wile ; for he cannot be ſaid to be in part equal, in part une- 
qual ; if he is in the leaft unequal, he is in no manner equal 
becauſe the Die ine Eſſence is uncompounded, and undivi 
ded, and God's Attributes are nor Accidents in him, but his 
very Eſſence: when therefore Chriſt is ſaid to be equal to 
God, the Name of God is to be taken Hypoſtatically for the 
Perſon of the Father. The Photinians, therefore, are Guilty 
of Paralogizing, when they argue thus, He-who is equal to God, 
is not God himſelf. But Chriſt is equal to God, therefore Chriſt 
is not God himſelf. 
For this only can fairly be deduced; that Chriſt is not the 
Father, yer he is the only true God with the Father. Or he 


could not be equal to the Father. ü Such 
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Such Sophiſiry is roo trifling, ro make any Impreſſion on a 
conſidering Mind, and a Man who has Leiſure enough to be 
impertinent, may furniſh thoſe who are ignorant of the Rules 
of Logick, with Matter ro puzzle, bur nor to inſtruct them. 
They who value ſuch ſort of Sophiſms, as have been here re- 
cited, may try their Skill on what follows, e 


Infans non fuit Juvenis, 
Senex fuit Infans, 
Ergo, Senex non fuit Juvenis. 


There is another colluſive Cavil, ſcil. That if each Per ſon be | 


God, then each Perſon is Infinite, and ſo there muſt be Three Infi- 
mites, But each Perſon is Infinite as God. Nor does it fol- 
low, that the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are Three Finites, 
that make up an Infinite. But Finite and Infinite, are Pro- 
os of Beings, not of the Manner of ſubſiſting of any 
Thing: the Nature of each Perſon is infinite, and fo is each 

Perſcn, becauſe of that Nature. As to the Manner of their 
Subſiſtence, Finite or Infinite, cannot be ſpoken, any further, 
than to ſay, an infinite Being doth thus ſubſiſt. [ Owen, p. 81. 

Human Underſtanding cannot fully conceive how the eter- 
nal Being is infinitely wiſe, powerful, Oc. yet the Thing is 
— be denied, that God is eternal, infinitely wiſe and pow- 
erful. | 
9. 5. To proceed in conſidering the Objections, which have 

been made. Iris ſaid, that the Word Trinity is not in Scripture. 
I might, in ſhort, anſwer the Objection, and ſay, that I know 
no One that affirms it is. What then? Why, we ought nor 


to make ule of Terms which are not in the Scripture. Bur 


do not the A ians uſe the Word h, Why may not rhe 
Chriſtians uſe the Word %wern®-? | 
The Matter may be defended. | 


1. As to the Words Trinity, Perſon, Eſſence, if we find the 


Thing or Things thereby intended, the Objectors « have little 
Occaſion ro quarrel, except it be for their Diverſion. F We 


read in Scripture of the Deity, or in Engliſh, the God-head of 


God, Rom. i. 20. and of his Nature, when they are excluded 


from being Objects of religious Reverence and Obedience, 


who are not by Nature Gods, Gal. iv. 8. Now this natural 
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God - bead of Cod, is his Subſtance or Eſſence, with all the Excel- 
lencies that naturally and neceſſarily belong to it, ſuch as 
Eternity, Immenſity, Life, Omni potence, &c. 

This one Nature, or Subſtance, or Eſſence, as God, is the Na- 
wre, Subſtance and Eſſence of the Father, of the Son, and ef the 
Spirit, common to all, and the ſame abſolutely i in, and to each 

of them. 

Conſequently, unto whomſoever theſe Attributes of Omni 
potence, Immenſity, &c. do apperrain, the eternal God-head 
doth belong. For none can be God, as Father, and Son, and 
Holy Spirit are revealed to be, but by Vertuè of this Divine 
Nature and Being. 

21. Furthermore, as in the Explication of all other Divine 
Truths, Uſe is to be made of ſuch Expreſſions, as, it may be, 
are not contained literally and formally, in the Bible; bur on- 
ly are, to our Apprehenſions, expolitory of what is contain'd 
therein. 

To deny the Liberty and Neceſſity of thus doing, is to de- 

„p all Interpretations of the Scriptures, and all Endeavours to 
expreſs the Senſe of the Words of it, ſo as to make them in- 
telligible ro others. If it be unlawful for me to write what I 

conceive to be the Senſe of the Words of Scripture, and Na- 
ture of the Things ſignified and expreſſed by them, it is un- 
lawful for me alſo to conceive in my Mind, what is the Senſe 
of the Words, or Nature of the Things; which i is to ſay, we 
are to make Brutes of our ſelves, and to fruſtrate the whole 
Deſign of God, in giving us the Privilege of his Word. A 


ä 
7 genuine Expoſition is to be believed, as containing a Divine 
L Truth. 
*. 3. Ir is impertinent, in this Caſe, to urge that Admonition 
2 of the Apoſtle, 2 Tim. i. 13. Hold faſt the Form of ſound Words : 
&c. with what Face can they plead this, who are for run» 
| ning down all Models, Forms, and Syſtems of Divinity? They 
'a cannot but know, that the outward Form of ſpeaking, which 
le is ſo confined ro Scripture Words, as not to allow any other 
'e bur them, is not the Term of ſound Words, but the Doctrine 
of contained in them, is lo. For at this Rate of arguing, we 
d muſt have neither Sermons, nor Comments on Texts of Scrip- 
„e, ture, nor any reading of the Bible, but in the Original, He- 
ral _ Chaldaic and Greek Languages, 
. The Heterodoxy, which is refer'd unto, 1 Tim, vi. 3. re- 
_ foods nor the Words, by which a Doctrine is expreſſed, bur 


the reaching Things incontiſtent with, or diverſe from the 
Faith delivered to the Saints, Jude 3. It is a needleſs Obje- 


ode „ 


„ 

Gion is thy; the Word Trinity is not in the Scripture, Gne# 
that is not the Queſtion in Debate; bur whether, what is 
meant by rhe Word Trinity, be contained in the Scriptures, 
and whether the Doctrine ought ro be believed in order to 
Salvation ? | | 
As a Learned Man expreſſes himſelf, * Nothing is neceſſary 
but what God hath made ſo: Nothing is neceſſary, but what 
* Chriſt and his Apoſtles [add, and the other inſpired Writers 
of the Old and New Teſtament] have taught in their own 
Words. Men ought ro endeavour to explain theſe Doctrines 
to themſelves and others, and in ſuch Explications, there is 
do Hurt in uſing (nay, Men cannot bur ule) unſcriptural Ex- 
* preſſions. I cannot think that what is added, is to be admir- 
ted; that all ſuch Explications, ought to be looked on only 
as Humane Opinions, not as of Authority to determine Mens 
Faith, but as Aſſiſtances to convince their Reaſon and Judg- 
mear. a | | 

F. 6. It is alſo pleaded, that none ought to be cenſured for 


| Heterodoxy in Belief, provided they obſerve the Rules of Lifeg« 


which are exhibired in the preceptive Part of Chriſtianity, 
I have, in ſome Meaſure, anticipated what may be replied to 
this Apology, which is made for Men, who believe not the 
Fundamental Principles of the Faith, (C. 3. F. 10.) 
Ibis notwithſtanding, I have theſe Things ro offer. 1. This 
fort of Talk gives Protection to the Deiſts, who deny reveal- 
ed Religion, and burleſque the Doctrine of the Holy Scripture; 
who yet pretend ro practiſe the ſame Things which are re- 
ired in the Bible; and I queſtion nor, but that profeſſed A.- 
57 may live ſoberly, be neither Drunkards, nor Whore- 
mongers; tho ſome of that Stamp have been noted for their 
living like Brute-Beaſts. And the Truth is, it is not eaſy to 
ſay, what ſhould reſtrain an Atheiſt from the greateſt Villany, 
except the Fear of falling into the Hands of Civi! Juſtice, 
This Principle that I am impleading, ſweeps in Mabometans 
and Pagans, and is the moſt comprehenſive Thing imaginable. 
But whilſt they, who hold ir, endeavour to make all Men 
Heirs of Bleſſedneſs, they do in Effect, exclude themſelves 
from the Society of Chriſtians, whoſe Principles teach them 
to believe other Things. £6503 
2. If it be a Matter of no Moment, what Principles a 
Man embraces, I would ask, wherher rhere be any ſuch Thing 
as a damnable Error? The Scriprure aſſures us, there is, 2 Pet. 
ii. 1. and Divine Revelation, ſhews what Danger there is in 
embracing Opinions deſtructive of the Faith, which render 
| | en 
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Men the Subjects of Satan; and exclude them from being the 
Servants of God, * 45 
3. Ir is in vain to fay you do the fame Things materially, 


which Chriſt requires, if you have not a Principle of Obedience, 


Faith in Chriſt, and Love to God. 

Faith in him you have nor, if you believe him nor to be 

. This being the Property of true Faith, ro own the 
Godbead of Chriſt, ohn xx. 28, 29. Love to God you have nor, 
if you love nor Feſus Chriſt, as God : For he is God and Man, 
1 Cor. xvi. 24. if any Man love not the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, let 
him be Anathema Mnranatha. 

You cannot call God your Father, if you love not Feſus Chriſt, 
John viii. 42. Jeſus ſaid unto them, if God were your Father, ye 
would love me, for I proceeded forth and came from God, neither 
came 1 of my ſelf, but he ſent me. t John iv. 13, 14, 15. Here- 
by know we, that we dwell in bim, and he in us, becauſe be hath 
given to us bis Spirit; and we have ſcen, and do teſtify, that the Fa- 
ther ſent the Son, to be the Saviour of the World ; whoſoever ſhall 
confeſs that Feſus is the Son of God, Gad dwelleth in him, and he 
in God. © | : 

A Man can have no Evidence of his Acceptance with God, 
in the Obedience he performs, who doth not believe Chriſt to 
be the Son of God. LE 
4. We mutt. reject the Scriptures, if we do not hold that 4 
Man hath no true Religion, without the Knowledge of Chriſt, 
That which I now aim at, is ro ſhew that Morality alone will 
nor ſecure immortal Glory th a Man, unleſs we disbelieve 
the Oracles of God. The Apoſtle does make this ro be the 
Foundation of Chriſtian Religion. 1 Cor. ii. 2. For I determin- 
ed not to know any Thing among ſt you, ſave Feſus Chriſt, and bim 
crucified. Gal; vi. 14. God forbid that I ſhould glory, ſave in thi 
Croſs of our Lord Feſus Chriſt. | I 

Phil. iii. 8. Tea doubtleſs, and I count all Things but Loſs, fi. 
the Excellency of Chriſt Feſus my Lord, &c. „ 

Can we ſuppoſe that ſuch Things ſhould have been de- 
clared by the Apoſtles, if mere Morality would bring a Man to 
Heaven ? Does not this Principle render the Goſpel unneceſ- 
ſary 2 Whatever you may think of ir, the Goſpel muſt be 
known, or a Man cannot be ſaved, Rom. i, 16. The Goſpel is 
the Power of God to Salvation, to every One that believes. 

And Ignorance of it is followed with Perdirion, 2 Cer. iv. 3. 
If our Goſpel be hid, it is hid to them who are loſt, and this not- 
withſtanding their Morality. | 
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6. 7. It is moreover pleaded, that the Scriptures are againſt 


the Doctrine of the Trinity, 1 Cor. viii. 4, 5, 6; As concerning 
therefore the eating of - thoſe Things that are offered in Sacrifice to 
Idols, we know that an Idol is nothing in the World, and that there 
is none other God but One; for tho there be that are called Gods, 
whether in Heaven, or in Earth, as there be Gods many, and Lords 
many: But to us there is but one God the Father, of whom are all 
Things, and one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom are all Things, and 
we by him. 8 | 

_ Crellius (de uno Deo Pat. C. 2.) inſiſts warmly on this, as an 


Objection againſt the Trinity, Quid clarius dici potuit, ad oſten- 
dendum Deum illum unicum, neminem eſſe alium præter patrem 


Domini noſtri Jeſu Chriſti, Sc. 
In Modern Engliſh, * theſe Words are fo expreſs, and {ull 
a Declaration of God the Father's being, in Way of Emi- 
* nence, the one God, that there are no poſſible Words, by 
which it could have been aſſerted more explicitly. | 
1. To this, it is anſwered. The Apoſtle affirms, there is 
but One God. Who doubts ir? This One is joined with the 


Word Gcd, in Oppoſition to the idol, falſe, and titular Gods. 


The Apoſtle does evidently exclude all other Gods; bur doth 
not deny the Plurality of Perſons in the God-head, In this 
Place, the Apoſtle diſcourſes of God, in Oppoſition to other 


Gods; bur not in Contradiction to the Son's being Ged. For 


it is added, And One Lord Feſus Chriſt, by whom are all Things. 
Since he, by whom are all Things, is true God, Rom. ii. 36. 

Bur Jeſus Chriſt is he, by whom are all Things, therefore 
Jeſus Chriſt is true God, | we 11 | 

2. This Paſſage does no more exclude Chriſt from being 
God, than it excludes the Father from being Lord, by whom 
are all Things. | 1. 
* Theſe Things, then, are affirmed of One Grd, or One. Lord, 
in Oppoſition ro ſtrange Gods, or foreign Lords. Bur Chriſt 
being cailed Lord, ſhews his God-head, becauſe the Word 
anſwers to Jehovah, which belongs to none but the ſupreme 
and eternal God. 
S. 8. I might here alſo mention John xvii. 3. And this is 
Life Eternal, that they may know Thee, the only true God, and 
Feſus Chriſt, whom theu haſt ſent. | 

I have, in ſome Meaſure, anticipated what might have 
been here offered, to explain this Text, (C. 2. f. 1.) which 
may be a- ſatisfactory Reply to what Crellius has made his 
Prime Argument to defend his Aſſertion, that in the God-head 
there is but One Perſen; yer I cannor think it amiſs, ro rake 
Nozice of what Dr. Mallis writes on this Text. The 
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The great Objection againſt the Doctrine of the Trinity, is 
this : If the Father be the only true God, then the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt is not God, but the Father only. $23.36 
To which I ſhall give Three Things in Way of Anſwer. 
1. This Argument is a plain Falacy, which they pur upon us. 


1 For it is not ſaid, Thee only to be the te God, as if not the 


Son alſo, and Holy Ghoſt were the true God, but the Father 
(only). But know thee, (not thee only, or only thee) to be 
the only true God. The Greek Words require this Tranſlation, 
I yowoxwn 08 F be Ai Ot, © i dete lac u. xe, 
tis not os poorer row, but os 7 d a A, Or. Where the 
Article coming after 04, and before wrer, does determine the 
reſtrictive , not to be applied to the Subject , but to the 
Prædicate & a4$w0r Orr ; juſt as in our Engliſh, the Article The, 
coming between Thee, and only, doth confine the Word Only, not 
to Thee (that went before), but to true God, which follows; to 
know Thee, (not only thee) the only true God; that is, to know 
thee to be that God, beſides which there is no other true God: 
which we readily acknowledge and profeſs. 7 

And then the Socinian Argument will appear juſt in this 
Form, The God of Abraham is the only true God ; therefore, not 
the God of Iſaac, nor the God of Facob. Bur it is apparent, 
that the God of 1/aac is the ſame with the God of Abraham, 
and therefore the true God, as he is, and the God of Facob 
likewiſe. : © Fi 

2. I ſay further, if it had been ſaid, as ir is not, Thee only; 
yet this would not exclude any, who is the ſame with him, 


therefore not the Son, nor the Holy Ghoſt, ſince they are one 


and the ſame God with him. I and the Father are One, John x. 
30. Theſe Three are One, 1 John v. 7. to which Purpoſe con- 
ſider what we have, Fer, xvi. 14, 15. and Ch. xxiii. 7, 8. 
Behold the Days come, ſaith the Lord, that it ſhall ma more be 
ſaid, the Lord liveth, that brought up the Children of Iſrael out 
of the Land of Egypt; but the Lord liveth, that brought up the 
Children of Iſrael from the Land of the North, or out of the 
Norta Country. | | 

Now, we are told by God himſelf, Exod xx. 2, 3. I «mn the 
Lord thy God, which brought thee out of the Land of Egypr ; thou 
ſhalt have no other God before me. Shall we argue thus? The 
God, who brought 1/-ae/ our of Egypt, is the only true God, 
and we muſt have no other God but him, therefore nor 
him who brought I/-ae/ our of the North Countries, Ves, ſa 
I, bim alſo, for the God who brought them our of the Nr 
Country, is the ſame God with * who braught them our of 
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the Land of Egypt: there is not another God, tho* defigned by 
another Character, and therefore in having him, we have not 
another God. | b | 25 | 

So here, to know thee only, (if it had been ſo ſaid, as it is 
nor) ir had implied no more, but thus, not any who is not the 
ſame God with thee. To know thee only (and not any other, 


who is not the ſame God with thee) to be the only true God, 


which, rherefore, would nor exclude the Son, nor Holy Ghoſt, 
who are the ſame God with the Father. a 
3. If it had been ſaid, as it is not, thee only, as the Socinians 
would have ir to be underſtood, I would then ſay, this were 
an eſſential Pr.edication, rather than a Perſonal. | 

Thar is, the Prædicate, true God, is affirmed of him, in re- 


gard of his Eſſence, rather than of his Perſonality, as belonging 


to the Eſſence which is common to the Three Perſons, not as 


peculiar to the Perſon of the Father ; like as if it were faid, 


David, the King of Iſrael, or David the Father of Solomon, is 
indued with Reaſon. | 
This being endued with Reaſon, does nor belong to him, 
as King of I/-ae/, nor as Father of Sloman; bur as he is a 
Man, tho' determined by theſe Relations; and is equivalent 


to this, the Man, who is the Father of Solomon, the King of 


| Tſrgel, is indued with Reaſon, So if it be ſaid, that David, 
King of 1/rael, and he only, was Father of So/omon, it is not in- 


tended that he was ſo, as King of Hrael, much leſs in that Ca- 


paciry only; bur rather, the Man who begat him, though de- 


ſigned by that Character. So here, God the Creator is the only 
2rue God, and God the Redeemer likewiſe. Thus ſaith the Lord 


thy Redeemer, the Holy One of Iſrael, the Lord of Hoſts, I am the 
. Firſt, and I am the Laſt, and beſides me there is no God, Iſai. xli. 14. 
Lal. xliv. 6. which are applied. ro Chriſt, Rev. i. 8, 17. Rev. 
XX11. 13, 16. oy, TIS 
Shall we therefore argue, that God the Redeemer is the only 
true God, and beſides him, there is nc God, therefore not God the 
Creator? We muſt not ſo argue, for it is not as Redeemer, 
or as Creator, that he is the only true God, bur as God; for he 
was the only true God from Eternity; but it was in Time, that 
be made the World, and was the Redeemer of Mankind. 
When Chriſt ſaith, to know the Father, the only true God, it 
cannot, according to the Principles of the Adverſaries, be (aid 
of him, as Father of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, but as God. 


For if Chriſt be only a Titular Ged, or a Creature God. 


there was a Time or Moment, when he was not; and there. 
tore when God was not his Father: but he was the only vue 
| Cod 


( 
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god from all Ererniry; and therefore miſt be here ſo called, 
not 4 Father of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, but as God. Not ac 
cording to his Perſonality, but according to his Eſſence, which 
is common to Three Perſons, who are the ſame God, tho under 
different Denominations. | PRE | | 

And this may obviare another Objection, vix. that ir is un- 
ſuirable to the Glory of God to be ſent, as it is ſaid concern- 
ing the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. It is granted, that the true 
God cannot be ſent in an Authoritative Manner, becauſe he 
hath None that is ſuperior to him. But yet he, who is the 
true God, may, by Compact, be ſent, which only denotes a Di- 
verſity as to Office, but not of Nature. Moreover, as Tauche 
obſerves, (P. 2. L. 3. C. o.) upon theſe Words, John xvil. 3. 


J know thee, &c, The Paſfage is fo far, from excluding the 


Sen from the God-head and Eſſence of the Father, that they ra- 
ther confirm the Belief of his being of the ſame Eſſence and God- 
head with the Father. | 
Here, therefore, the otherwiſe- minded are guilry of Fallacy,” 
as to Diviſion and Compoſition, They divide the Particle 
wires from the Predicate, and compound ir with the Sub- 
ject : Whereas the contrary ought to be done. -He proceeds 
in a like Courſe of managing the Argument with what has 
been offered. | | 
$. 9. It may poſſibly be imputed to my defective Opinion, 


that I have Humane Underſtanding, if I ſhould, yer J am not 


aſhamed ro, own, that the Mind of Man owes ſuch a Venera- 
tion to the eternal God, who is repreſented. as dwelling in 
Light that is inacceſſible, as to believe the Revelation, which the 
only wiſe God has made of himſelf, tho* he cannot compre- 
hend it. I might, it is true, conſider, what ſome thinking 
Men have offered from the Light of Nature, ro eftabliſh the 
Doctrine under Debate; bur I wave ir. Sufficient it is, that 
the Divine Oracles have aſſerted a Trinity in Unity, and the 
Holy Scriprure ought nor to be treated in fo rude a Manner, 
as they deal by it, who charge it with delivering Inconſiſtencies. 
We have the Doctrine aſſerted, 1 John v. 7. For there are 
Three that bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the Word and the 
Holy Ghoſt, and theſe Three are One. : 
Ir is ſurpriſing to confider, what Arts are uſed ro ſhuffle away 
the Argument for the Trinity in Unity, which this Text offers. 
1. Say the Enemies of the God-head of Chriſt, and of the 
Trinity, this Text is not in the moſt ancient Greek Copies, nor 
in the Latin, nor in the Syriac Verſion, nor in Luther's High- 
Dutch Verſion, nor in Tyndal's, where it is (ſo expreſſed, as to 
be) a Supplementary Sentence. 2. They 
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2. They ſay, that Father, Son and Holy Spirit, are One, not in 
Unity of Eſſence, but in Unity of Conſent, Witneſs, and Mo- 
narchy, But if this Text did not overthrow the Arian and 
Photinian Doctrine, Why are Men of thoſe Denominations 10 
Vebement againſt its being Genuine??? | 

I think 3ts capable of Demonſtration, that this Text was 
not foiſted in, to ſerve a Turn againſt the 4#ians ; but that ir 
was from the Beginning, when the Epiſtle was firſt wric- 
ten. 1 or 5 | 
This is no looſe Conjecture, but built on ſtable Proof. Of 
this, I need bring no other Voucher but Cyprian, who lived 
long before Arius was born: he doth, in his Book de Unitate 
Eccleſiæ, expresſly quote this Paſſage, (P. 109. Ed. Oxon,) Di- 
eit Dominus, Ego & Pater meus unum ſumus, which is in John 
x. 30. He immediately adds; & iterum de Patre, & Filio, & 
Fpiritu Sanfto, Scriptum eſt, I Hi tres unum ſunt. Upon which 
Place of Cyprian, the Learned Biſhop FE LL, (whoſe Memo. 
ry the Men of Letters ought to treat with great Eſteem) gives 
ap Anſwer to Socinus, who makes the Verſe ſpurious, pretends. 
ing it was thruſt in by Men who hold the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, who were reſolved, Right. or Hong, to defend and 

opagare rheir Principles; and. thar Ferome, who is cenſured 
Ly Eraſmus, as having not prudently forced many Things to 
his Side, had perhaps a Copy, in which that Paſſage was 
found inſerted, in ſuch a Manner as that the Fraud could not 
be perceived, did, contrary to the Credit of all other Copies, - 
defend the Place as Genuine, complaining, that the Verſe was 
ſtruck our, by the Deceirfulneſs of Hereticks : ro which rhe 
Biſhop replies, ir is ſufficient to remove this Calumny from 
Jerome, as if he had play'd falſe, that Cyprian cited the Place, 
not only before Ferome's Time, but before Arius his Time, or 
that wherein he had ſtarred the Debate, about the Deity of 
the Son. Cyprian, not only in this Book, but in his Epiſtle to 
Fubaianus, cies this Paſſage. 

- Beſides, it is found in Latin Copies, at Norimberg, 1475. at 
Venice, 1498. at Baſil, 1506. at Lyons 1520. at Paris, 1563. 
but it unaccountably diſappeared in ſome later Editions. 

Beſides, in Greek Copies of ancient Date, this Verſe is to 
be found. And in the moſt ancient Greek Copy in England, 
which Beza cites (in Loc.) and in the ſeveral Copies uſed in 
the Complutenſian Edition. And Robert Stephens atteſts, that 
it is in Nine of his Copies, tho' wanting in Seven. 

k is in the Copies uſed by Arias Montanus. 
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Robert Stephens has it in an Edirion of his printing at Paris, 
1549. in 12 mo, before he had made the Diſlinction of Verſes. 
Concerning this Edition, be pleaſed to ſee his own Words in the 
Preface to the Reader, Quo quidem in opere Excudendo, qua in 
* ceteris uti ſolemus, diligentiam, majorem etiam, ut par erat, reli- 
* gionem. preſtitimus. Si quidem codices nacti aliquot, ipſd vetu- 
* ſtatis Specie pen* adorandos, quorum copiam nobis Bibliotheca 
* Regia facils ſuppeditavit, ex iis ita nunc noſtrum recenſuimus, ut 
* nullam omnino literam ſecus eſſe pateremur, quam plures,  iique 

meliores, tenquam Teſtes, comprobarent. Adjuti peterea ſumus 
cum aliis, tam vero Complutenſi editione, quam ad vetuſt;ſſimos 
Bibliothece Leonis X. Pont. codices excudi juſſerat Hiſpaniarum 
Cardinalis Franciſcus Simenius, quos cum noſtris, miro conſenſu, 
ſepiſſimè convenire, ex ipſa collatione deprehendimus. What he 
ſaich, is too weighty to be deſpiſed : Nor will it be ſo, by un- 
prejudiced Admirers of Greek Writings, which that Learned 
Greciſt STEP HANS did publiſh. 75 


4 
4 
6 


As ro Luther's Edition, one of his Friends, ( Brockmand de | 
Deo £3 Trin. Q. 7.) does clear him, by ſaying, that it was by the 


Iniquiry of the Times, that Luther had a Copy, wherein the 


| Verſe was wanting, Befides, the Lutherans, u the Autho- 


rity of the moſt ancient Fathers, and of rhe moſt unexcepriona- 
ble Manu/cripts, acknowledge the Verſe to be genuine. 

As to Hudal's Tranſlation, I have this to offer; that it is 
granted; but then it ought to be conſidered, that this Verſe 
was conſtantly, and folemnly read as a Part of Scripture, both 
in the Greek and Latin Churches, and it was in Mieglef s Bi- 
ble. But Era/mus, who firſt began to raiſe a Scruple about it, 
had ſo much Authority here, (i. e. in England) that in the Time 
Henry VIII. and Edward VI. it was retained in a different Cha- 
ratter, in Tyndal's Bible, printed in 1540, Eraſmus reſtored ir 
in his Tranſlation, as well as in the Greek Teſtament, out of 
which it was drop'd, in Two of his Editions, LBiſhop Stilling- 
fleet of Trinaty, p. 165, &c.] l | | 

cannot but think, that had Dr. Mills read, and duly con- 
fidered, What I have cited out of the Preface ro Srephans's 
New Teſtament, he could not have thought he had been de- 
ceived in the Matter of Stephans's Manuſcriprs; for, in the 
Paſſage quoted, he declares he had not ſuffered ſo much as a 
Letter to be otherwiſe than the greater Number, and bettet 
Books did appear as Witneſſes of; and that he was helped by 


the Complutenſian Edition, printed according to many moſt old 
Copies, (vetuſtiſſimos codices) which wonderfully agreed with 


Stephans's Copies : Wherefore to ſay, that it doch not, with mw 
. 
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Certainty, appear to have ever been found ſo much as in any 
* one Manuſcript Copy of the Original Greek, that is, or ever 
* was in the World; but that ic ſeems rather ro have been ad- 
* ded in the Greek, even after the Invention of Printing,” is 
ſuch a raſh and an unaccount able Sally, againſt the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, as no Man could have been guilty of, who was 
not driven to the laſt Extremity, and had not any other Way to 
avoid being confured, but this of denying the Purity, and 
Integrity, of God's Oracles. 

6. 10. To this Objection, I ſhall offer what Dr. Wallis an- 
ſwers. Be it ſo, (that theſe Words have been wanting in ſome 
Tranſlations, or ſome ancient Copies) and ſo are ſome whole 
Epiſtles, and ſo are ſome conſiderable Parts of other Chapters; 
bur we are not to caſt them away, as not Genuine. | 

The Second and Third Epiſtles of St. Fobn, and that of Jude; 


are ſaid ro have been wanting in the $yriach, and Arabick 


Tranſlations. But we muſt nor, thence, conclude them not ro 
be genuine, and put them out of our Bibles, becauſe they have 
chanced ro be omitted in ſome Books. Ir is ſo far from being 
ftrange, that ſuch Omiſſions ſhould ſometimes happen, that it 
is very ſtrange (if there were not a great Providence of God to 
preſerve the Scriptures pure and intire) that there ſnould be 
no more ſuch Miſtakes, than what are found. For before the 
Convenience of Printing was found out, when Copies were 
to be fingly tranſeribed one from another, and even thoſe but 
in few Hands, it was very poſſible (and hardly avoidable) for 
a diligent Tranſcriber, ſometimes to skip a Line, eſpecially 
(which is the Caſe here) when ſome of the ſame Words do 
again recur after a Line or Two, Men are very ſubject, both 


in Writing and Printing, (as thoſe well know, who are ver- 


ſed in either) to leap from one Word ro the ſame recurring 
ſoon after. Nor is ſuch Omiſſion (where it happens) readily 
— is, as here, the Senſe be not manifeſtly diſturbed 
it. N 
"Now when ſuch Variery of Copies happens (thar Words 
be found in ſome, that are wanting in others) this muſt ei- 
ther happen by a caſual Miſtake, (without any Defign of 
Fraud) or by willful Falfification to ſerve a particular Turn, 
which I rake to be the Caſe of the Papiſts Indices Expugatorii. 
As to the Words in queſtion, if the Difference of Copies hap- 
pened at firſt by caſual Miſtake (as the Doctor thinks), it is ve- 
ry eaſy for a Tranſcriber (unawares) 10 leave out a Line, which 
was in his Copy (eſpecially where ſuch Omiſſion does nor 
manifeſtly diſturb the Senſe), but not to put in a Line which 
was 
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not to have been inſerted by an Int 
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was not there. And in ſuch a Caſe, the fuller Copy is moſt like2 


ly to be true, and the omiſſion to be a Fault. Which bappene - 
ing (as it ſeems it did) ſome Hundreds of Years in ſome one 
Copy, ir might eaſily paſs (unobſerved) into many others trat. 
ſcribed thence, and ſo to others derived from thoſe Tranſcripts. 
- Bur an Inſertion (of wher was nor in their Copy) muſt needs 
be wilful, and nor caſual, On the other fide ; if this Variety 
of Copies were at firſt from a wilful Falſification, it is more 
likely to be 4 wilful Omiſſion of the Arians, in ſome of their 
Copies, (which might be done filently and unobſerved) than 
by a wilful Inſertion of the Orthodox. 1 

For the Inſertion of ſuch a Clauſe, if wholly new, and 
which had never before been heard of, would have been pre- 
ſently detected by the Ariens, as ſoon as ever it ſhould have 
been urged againſt them. 
Nor was any Advantage to be made of it by the Orthodox; 
fince the Divinity of Chriſt, (which was then the Point in 
Queſtion) might be as ſtrongly proved from that in Sr. Fobn's 
Goſpel, I and the Father are One; as from This in this Epiſtle, 
Theſe Three are One. And therefore it is not likely the Orthodox 
ſhould wilfully make any ſuch Falfifications, fromwhence they 
could promiſe themſelves no Advantage. | 

Nor do I find it ever charged upon them by the Ancient A- 
riant in thoſe Days; tho Athana/ins and others urge it againſt 
them. And in very ancient Copies, in which it had been left 
＋ it is — ſupplied in the Margin, as having been faulti- 
y omitted. | 

And it ĩsthe more likely tobe Genuine, becauſe in this Clauſe 
(the Father, the Word, and Holy Ghoſt) the ſecond Perſon is 


called Simpliciter 6 a&y®+,the Word, which is St. Johns Language, 


both here and in the Goſpel, Fobn i, and is, (I think) peculiar 
to him, and not ſo uſed by any other of the Holy Writers of 
the New Teſtament. 1 do not deny, but that this ſecond Per- 
ſon may be called the Word of God, Heb: ji, 3, and 2 Pet. 
iti. 5, 7. as he is by, the ſame St. John, Rey. xix. 13. 
but to call him te Mord abſolutely, without other Addition, 
I chink is peculiar to St. Foby, And therefore much more 
likely in this place ro have proceeded from rhe ſame Pen, and 
ator, ſome Hundreds of 
Years after. And that Clauſe; Theſe Three are One, in the E- 
pom agreeing ſo well with I and the Father are One, in the 

oſpel, is a further Confirmation of their being both from 
the ſame Pen. Add to this, that the Antithefis, which we find 
in the Seventh and Eighth Verſes is 1 very natural, chat it is a 


great 
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great Preſumprion of it's being Genuine. There are Three that 
bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
and theſe Three are One; and there are Three that bear Witneſs on 
Earth, the Spirit, the Water, and the Blood, and theſe Three agree 


in One. 3 


Which, as it ſtands, is very natural, but the latter Clauſe 
would ſeem lame without the former: And the Words, in 
Earth, wholly redundant, if not, by Antitheſis, ro anſwer the 
Words, in Heaven, in the former Verſe, The Doctor having 
inſiſted on the Citation out of Cyprian, (which having before 
been produced, ir is needleſs ro repear it) he then proceeds, 
Before him (i. e. Cyprian) it is cited by Tertullian, in his Book 
Adver. Prax. c. 25. Conne xus Patris in Filio, & Hlii in Para- 
cleto, Tres efficit Cohærentes, alterum ex altero, qui tres unum 
ſunt (non unus), quomodo dictum eſt Ego & Pater meus unum ſu- 
mus, ad ſubſtantiæ unitatem, non ad numeri ſingularitatem. 
Where he doth not only cite the Place, 5 
compare theſe Three are One, in this place, (1 John v. 4.) with 
I and the Father are one (Fohn x.30.) in the other, as being of 
a like import. Thar is, the Connection of the Father with 
the Son, and of the Son with the Paraclete, or Holy Ghoſt, 
makes theſe coherent, the one with the other: Which Three 
are One (unum, not unus, one Thing, not one Perſon) like as 
it is ſaid, I and the Father are One (One Thing) as to the Unity 
of Subſtance, rho” nor as to Singularity of Number; they are 
One Being, One Subſtance, though otherwiſe they may be 
Three, | 
It is therefore no new Interpolation; but was anciently ſo 
read by Tertullian, as well as Cyprian, (the Two moſt ancient 
of the Latin Fathers) long before the Arian Controverſy was 
on Foot, and hath been urged by others afterwards againſt the 
Arians, | , 
Nor is there any Prejudice (that I know of) againſt irs be- 


ing ſo read, as we now read ir, fave that ſome of the Fathers 


(it is ſaid) have omitted to urge ir againſt the Arians, when 
there has been occaſion of ſo doing. But this (beſides, that ir 
is only'a Negative Argument, and I know not how well 
grounded) might very well happen, if ir chanced to be want- 
ing in that particular Copy which ſuch Fathers uſed. 

For we are not to ſuppoſe they had then ſuch Plenty of 
Bibles, as are now in our Hands; bur ſome one Manuſcript 
Copy was to ſerve many. . 

And becauſe, that, in St. John's Goſpel, 1 and the Father are 
One, did fit their Purpoſe, as well, or rather better than cis 
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in his Epiſtle, Theſe Three are One. For the Controverſy then 
on Foot was not ſo much that of the Trinity, as that of che 
Divinity ef Chriſt, | 
I muſt confeſs, what the Doctor offers is ſo full, and convi- 
ctive, that I think ir unneceſſary to add any thing further in 


Proof of the Geauinene/s of this Verſe, which is brought for 


the Confirmation of the Doctrine of the Trinity. | 
I have been the larger in my Qnotations out of his Letters 


and Sermons concerning the Trinity, N they are not in 


many Hands, nor eaſy to be procured by ſome, whoſe Satisfa- 
ction, in this Point, ought to be endeavoured. | | 


CHAP. VI. 


F 1. The Diſagreement among the Anticrinitarians. Jews 


dem Trinity. R J. Albo Kimchi anſwered. 5 2. 
Sabellius, P. Samoſatenus, Photinus, Arius, Apok 
linaris. F 3. Servetus his Blaſphemy. V. Gentilis. 
$ 4. Val. Gentilis his Opinion about the Father's being 
the Only Self. exiſting and Supreme God. The Old 
Dectrine to be + ws LET 


= 


51. 1 F, notwithſtanding the Arguments that have been 

| brought, to confirm the Doctrine of the Trinity, and 
the Neceſſity of believing ir, in order ro Salvation, it be perti- 
naciouſly inſiſted on, that we muſt, right or wrong, caſt off the 
Faith; and that alrho' a clear Anſwer has been given to the 
Objections againſt ir, yet we muſt forſake it; I demand, what 


other Doctrine ſhall we receive, inſtead thereof? For the Ad- 


verſaries of the Son of God are not agreed about the Matter. 
Now to leave ſo important an Article, and have, we know not 
what ſubſtituted in its place, is a little roo raſh, | 

Which of all the Parties, who deny the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
muſt we go over unto ? Ir has fallen out unto the Adverſaries of 
this Doctrine, that having made Shipwreck of the Faith, they 
lodge themſelves in an unknown Region, and wander they 
know not Whither, | 
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Let us then view ſome of che Enemies of this fundamental 


Principle, and ſee what they have to offer. EN: 
1. They, whom I place on the Forlorn, are, the Fewsſb 


Doctors, who argue warmly againſt this Principle of Chrilti-. 


anity. HOT 425 | | 

| bring theſe Men on the Stage, firſt ; becauſe they are the 
moſt determinate Adverfaries of this Article of our holy Faith, 
They are the Authors, from whom, at firſt or ſecond Hand, our 
modern Deifts have borrowed their Weapons. A late Wriret 
(the Author of the Righes, &c.) bas from them ſome of bis 
moſt ſhining ObjeQions againſt the Divine Right of the Mi- 
niſtry; ſetting aſide what he has borrowed from the Rabbins, 
and his Fraternity of Poland, that Piece will appear as trifling 
2 Rhapſody, as any that has amuſed the preſent Age. 


The Fews argue thus. It implies a Contradiction to ſay, that 


in the Godhead there are Three ſeperate Things, of which 
© each do conſiſt, and ate actually d iſtinct, or Perſons, (as they 
© (5. e. the Chriſtians ſpeak) which are one. This Opinion, 


A fay they, does contradict common Principles of Reaſan. * 


Thus talks R. Fof. Ale (contra Cbriſt. p. 12.) But this is a 
meer Calumny, for the Chriftians do aſſert the Unity of the 
Godhead, in as full a Manner, as ever their Adverſaries did or 
- There is but one God; but in the Divine Eſſence, we believe, 
on Scripture- Evidence, there are tbree Perſons, or Subſiſtences, 


to whom the Divine Eſſence is common. 


There is no Contradiction in our Principle, fince Things 
contradicting deny each other, according to the ſame, and ty 
the ſame. But Efſence and Subſiſtence are not underſtood, as 
ſpoken in the ſame Senſe. The former is underſtood of the 
Subſtance or Godbead of God; the latter is to be underſtood of 
the Mode of Being. As to the Incomprehen/ibleneſs of this Article, 
I have diſcourſed (Chap. v. $. 1.) and have ſhewn, it is un- 
reaſonable to deny aD 
hend, | | 

The Article is not invented by either modern or ancient 


Chriſtians : But it is zevealed by. the God of Truth, in the 


Scriprures of the Old and New Teſtament. | 
They, who are aſhamed to own their Belief of what God 

hath thus revealed, diſcover their Infideliry, bur not the Vi- 
r of Reaſon. | 


R. David Kimchi (in P/al. 2.) * affirms, the Deity is not di- 


© vided : For it is not a Body to be divided, but one in all 
* the Modes and Ways of Uniry. It is not multiplied nor di- 


© miniſhed, nor liable to Partition, 


octrine Which we cannot comp re- 


PR 2. = 
I know of no Chriſtian, that holds the Godhead to be a Bo2 
dy, or to be divided, but that che Divine Eſſence is moſt ſimple 
and unmixed. Nor is there, in our Account, more than one 
only living and true God; tho we acknowledge, that in the 
Godhead Jeers are Father, Son and Holy Spirit. The other Ex- 
ceptions, which they make againſt this Doctrine, have either 
been named and anſwered, or obviated in the preceding 
Chapters. By what has been offered, it may appear, that no 
Reaſon can be aſſigned why we ſhould renounce our Faith, rg 
oblige rhe circumciſed Nation. * 
S. 2. Let us, in the next Place, conſider, what ſome, who 
have paſs'd under the Name of Chriſtians, have advanced, in 
Oppoſition to our Belief of the Godhead of the Farber, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Spirit; or the Diſtinction of Perſons, 
in the Godhead. SE 
1 ſhall not here give a black Lift of the Names of all the 
primitive or modern Hereticks, or Misbelievers; bar, briefly, 
ſhall exhibit rhe Principles, which have been ſtarted by ſome 
of them, who have oppoſed the Doctrine which hath been 
defended. The firſt that I ſhall name, is Sabelliu, from whom 
they were called Sabs/lians, whoſe Opinion was, that the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Spirit were the ſame, ſo as that three 


| 7 agreed to the ſame Hypoſta/is. ¶ Epiph. p. 513. ] Eu- 
2 


ebrus ſpeaks of this Seh (Lib 7. c. 6.) repreſenting them, as 
holding Tenets againſt the Almighty God, the Father of our 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and againſt his only begorten Son, and a- 


gainft the Holy Ghoſt. | | 
As Sabeltins held bur one Perſon in the Godhead, ſo Paulus 
Sameſatenus revived the Hereſy of Artemen, who held, that 
Chrift was a mere Man (Eaſe. I. J. c. 28.) Malchion diſputed 
with this Biſhop, of which Euſchin gives an Account (I. 7. 
c. 29.) with a fnodical Epiſtle written on that Occaſion (c. 30.) 
Paulus Samoſatenus is therein branded with Covetouſneſs, heaps 
ing up Wealth in an undue Manner; and with Ambiri 
walking with a numerous and pompous Retinue, which was 
Scandal to the Infidels, He aboliſhed the Pſalmt, that n 
ſung in the Church, in Honour ro Feſs Chriſt, but appoint 
Women to fing in Honour to himſelf, which ftruck the Audi- 
ence with Horror. Res. 
He was at length ' depoſed, and Dommus placed in his See: 


* 


But refuſing to go out of the Biſhop's Houſe, the Faithful ap- 


pealed to the Emperor Aurelian, who gave Sentence againſt 
him. Thus with Infamy he was by the Secular Power kürned 


out. * 5 
en The 


1 


EY. ( 79.) 

The firſt Inſtance, that I remember, in which the Pontificare 
owned a Dependance on the Secular Power. 6 

Wich his Opinions Photinus was infected, holding, as Epi- 

anius notes, (Her. 71. p. $29.) that Chriſt did not exiſt from 
che Beginning, but had his Beginning from the Virgin Mary. 
This Pborinus was of a voluble Tongue. He was condemned by 
a Synod, and baniſhed, [Soc. I. 2, c. 29. ] He wrote againſt 
all other Hereſies, but his own, in Greek and Latin, ( Sozo. I. 4. 
c. 6.) This Opinion dy'd of its own Accord in a little Time. 
But the Church had greater Diſturbance from Arias, a Prieſt of 
Alexandriaz who argued, that if the Father begar rhe Son, the 
Son had a Beginning of Exiſtence; by which ir is concluded, 
there was a Time, when the Son was not; and by Conſequence, 
| * he had bis Hypoſtaſis (4 &« rer) out of nothing. Soc. 
. | 2; 3 of 
_ The Arians were too crafty to fall in with Samoſatenus his 
Scheme, there being ſuch plain Proof of Chriſt's Exiſtence, be- 
fore his Incarnation, that none but Men ſtupified, or reſolved 
to uſe the utmoſt Violence in their Interpretation of Scripture, 
could deny ir. And the Truth is, a Man had as good deny the 
whole Scripture, as to deny this Truth. 1 
...I hall not now give a large Hiſtory of this Prieſt, his Fol- 
lowers, and Patrons ; and the Diſturbances and Perſecutions, 
raiſed by them againſt the Chriſtians. . | 

Such an Hiſtory would be both uſeful and entertaining. 


Thar, and the Vindication of Athanaſius, againſt the villanous 


Calumnies of his Perſecutors, as well as againſt the ungenerous 
Inſults upon his Memory, by ſome of odd Intellectuals, may 
_ elſewhere be azrempred, | E 
I There being theſe three Sorts of Adverſaries to the Trinity ; 
which of them ſhall we reſort unto ? Shall we embrace Sa- 
bcllianiſm 2 That will not pleaſe ; for Photinus puts in, as well 
as Paulus Samoſatenus. | | 1 
ball we ſubſcribe to Photinus his Creed? This will not gra- 
tify the Arian Party; For they allow'd Chriſt ro be more than 
a mere Man, that began to exiſt in the Virgin Mary. When Men 
have once caſt off the Belief of che Seripture- Doctrine, relating 
to the Godhead and Manhood of Chriſt, they cannot tell where 
to ſettle, or what to believe about him. | 
Some (denied the Humanity of Chriſt; others held, that all he 
ſuffer'd was not in Reality, but only in Appearance. Baſilides 
held, that Chriſt was ( fine ſubſtanti3 carnis fuiſſe ) without rhe 
Subſtance of Fleſh ; that he ſuffered not by the Fews, but that 
Simon the Cyrenian was crucified in his ſtead. (Tertull, de preſc, 


adv, Her. c. 46. Thus 


, 


C72 ) 
- Thus you fee Chriſt has loſt his Humane Body; what. have 
they, who have deny d the __ of God, manifeſt in the 
Fleſh, done with the Humane Soul of our Lord 2 Apollinaris 
has conveyed thar away. oy | 
There were Two Apollinares, the Father a' Prieſt; the Sor 


a Reader in the Church: Both of them Men of great Eruditi- 


on. Upon a Diſguſt offered to him, Apollinaris, the Son, 
formed a Hereſy, and ſo became the Head of a Party, who, 
among other Things, ſaid that a Man, without a Soul, (ab- 
qu] was aſſumed by God the Word. g 
Afterwards, they ſaid, he took a Soul, which had not a 
Mind, (vd, but that A/ was inftead of a Mind, (Soc. L. 2. 


| ig 46.). | 


Thus among theſe Men, who have rejected the Incarnati- 
on of the Son of God, ſome deny his Godhead, others his 
Humane Body, and ſome his Humane Soul. What are we to 
expect next, but that ſome having robbed Chriſt of his Deity, 
others of his Humane Nature, an equally bold Sere of Men 
ſhould ariſe, who ſhall deny there ever was ſuch an One as 
Feſus of Nazareth, and reject rhe Whole Evangelical Doctrine; 
and in ſhort, deny his Birth, Miracles, Death, Burial, Reſur- 
rection, and Coming to Judge the World at laſt ? 

6. 3. If the old Opinioniſts do nor pleaſe, ſhall we come to 
Men of later Centuries ? Michael Servetus, a Spaniard, had 
ſome particular Opinions about the Trinity; he was burnt at 
Geneva. It is none of my Buſineſs to defend the Execution, [ 
own, I am not for any Perſecution, much leſs, ad ſanguinem. * 

The Tigurine Miniſters, in a Letter to the Magiſtrates of 
Geneva, repreſent the Sentiments of this Servetus, in the fol- 
lowing Words, (having obſerved that the Nicene Creed, and 


Apoſtolical Doctrine, were agreeable to each other; they go 


on) * Quod ergo Serverus, Hiſpanus, Trinitatem aternam Dei, 
* Triceps Monſtrum & Cerberum tripartitum, denique imaginarios 
Deos, illuſiones, ac Tres Spiritus Deemoniorum appellitat, /Eter- 
nam Dei Majeſtatem nefande & horribiliter blaſphemat, and o- 
ther like Stuff which I ſhall not now tranſlate. Or, if his Te- 
nets have too much of groſs Blaſphemy to be admitted, ſhall 
we fall in with Valentinus Gentilis, who affirmed, that the F- 
ther only was the true God; that the Perſon of the Father was 
a Sophiſtical One? He took care to digeſt his Principles into 
Forty Aphoriſms or Propoſitions. 
His Twenty Fourth Propoſition is, 


The 


5 F 
- © The Father only is Uabegotten, the Author of the Uni- 
© verſe, of immenſe Subſtance ; but the Son is a « who 
is ineffably Begorren ; rhe Performer of his Father's Will, 
and, according to the Meaſure of Generation, he is Begot 
© Circumſcriptible z nevertheleſs, Both are of the ſame infinite 
* Verrue and Perfection. „ 
| & Propofition Twemy Fifth: /Þ © 
He, who denies that the a5y@-, by whom all Things were 
* made, was h tically ſhur up in the Womb of the Vir- 
gin, and by the Myftery of Incarnation made a true Man, 
that Man makes the faithful Witneſſes of the Lord ro be 
© Liars, whom the Holy Scriptures manifeſtly wirnefs, to have 
* ſeen with their Eyes, and handled with their Hands. 
Propoſition the Thirtiech. | 
Whatever is ſubſtantially from Another, is nor the ſame 
Living One, in the Individual, out of which he is, but 
* ſuch like as he is : whence the 9 of God, is not that 
© «#9», of which he is the 0%; nor is the Holy Spirit of 


God that immenſe and eternal Spirit, of which he is the 


© Spirit; alrho', Both are Hypoſtatically contained in him, and 
* ace one and the ſame Divinity, Fullnefs and Perfection. 
Propoſition Thirty Seventh. 

* Unleſs the Father were the Eſſentiator of the Son and 
* Holy Spirit, 3. e. naturally the Communicator of his Attri- 
i butes by eternal Generation and Proceſſion, neither would 
Three be One, nor any of che reſt of Perſons be full and 
perfect God. . 

The Principles of Gentilis are not wholly unknown to the 

riters in our Age. Agreeable ro them, we are told, that 
* the Sor 5s not ſelflexiſtent; but derives his Being, or Eſſence, 
and all his Attributes, from rhe Father, as from the Supreme 
* Cauſe. Again, in what particular Metaphyſical Manner, the 
Son derives his Being, or Effence, from the Father, the 
* Scripture has no where diſtinctly declared; therefore Men 
*. oughr not to preſume to be able to define. A. 

Again; The Holy Spirit, the Third Perſon, is not ſelf2 
© exiſtent ; but derives his Being, or Eſſence, from the Father, 
by the Son, as from rhe Supreme Cauſe. 

Gentilis is of Opinion, that his Scheme, which exalts the 
Supremacy and Self. exiſtence of the Father, overrhrows the 
Turks, Fews, Hereticks, Sophiſters, and drives all Errors out of 
the Church ; which, if he had lived in our Age, and Land, he 
could not have expreſſed in more clear Language, than what 


| follows, | * The E 


„ ohh: os ee 644 @ A Koo ea 6 6a ho 


(230 


be Supremacy of God the Father over all, and our Re2 
t conciliation and Subjection to him, as the Supream Gover- 
nor ; the Redemption purchaſed by the Son, and the Sancti 
* fication wrought in us by the Holy Spirit, are the three 
great Articles of our Creed; and in maintaining theſe rightly, 
ſo as ſeriouſly to affect Mens Underſtandings, and influence 
© their Lives accordingly, is the Honour of God, and the Inte- 
© reſt of true Religion concerned. Tritheiſm, Sabellianiſm, Ari- 
© aniſm, and Socinianiſm, have, to the great Diſparagemear of 
© Chriſtianity, puzled the plain and practical Doctrine of 
* Scripture with endleſs ſpeculative Diſpures, and ir has 
been no ſmall Injury to Religion, in rhe midſt of thoſe 
© Diſpures, that, on the one Hand, Men by guarding un- 
* warily againſt Tritheiſm, ®have often in the other Extream 
© run into Socinianiſin, to the Diminution of the Honour of 
the Son of God, and to the raking away the very Being 
of the Holy Spirit. So on the contrary, the incautious Wri- 
ters, in their Zeal againſt S«cinianiſm and Arjaniſm, have 
no leſs frequently laid themſelves open to Sabellianiſm and 
* Tritheiſm, by neglecting to maintain the Honour and Su- 
* premacy of rhe Father. | 6426 
Bur muſt we embrace the Faith of Valentinus Gentilis, that 
Diſputes may not further ariſe in the Church 2 I ſhould think 
not. The contrary, to what he aſſerts, having been ſufficiently 
eſtabliſhed, by Men who believe the Doctrine of the Chriſtian 
Church; and the Noſtrums of Gentilis have been refuted in the 


preceding Part of this Diſcourſe. 


$ 4. Before we part with this fundamental Article of Faith; 
we ought to fix on ſome other Principle. | | 
If we are reſolved to renounce the Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit, ſhall we turn Fews, and execrate rhe venerable Name 
of Chriſt, and abjure our Bapriſm ? But this is roo groſs to be 
admitted. Which then of the Schemes ſhall we embrace ? 
Gentilis tells us, that his is the moſt Effectual ro ſtop the 
Mouths of the Adverſary, To this I ſay, that making Chriſt - 
or the Word an inferior, Subordinate, and not Self.exiſtenr 


God, is to introduce Plurality of Gods: Which is not to be 


admitted. Such Things are affirmed of the Son, as ſnew he 
is of the ſame Eſſence with the eternal Father. This is argued 

from the Names given to him; from the Worſhip paid to him 
from the Works that he hath done. To ſay, a creating Power 
is communicated to a Creature, or that infinite Wiſdom and 
Knowledge belong 10 * is net Cod, true God, is Blaſ- 


phemys 


6 
phemy. Befides, it is chargeable with being as Myſterious ant 
incomprehenſible, as the Doctrine of the Triniry, as held in 
the Chriſtian Church, . | Is 4 

Gentilzs owns, that Unus Deus, qui eſt Spiritus dyirrmr©- g 
aui], abſque ulla ſui diminutione ante ſecula Moyer Spiri- 
tum ineffabilicer genuit; non autem ſophiſticam cogitationem, 
© proprietatem, aut inanem relationem. 

You ſee he makes the Generation of the Son to be Ineffable, 
and the Father a Self-exiſting («ywmm7©@-) Spirit; and when 
a Man will grant that, why can he not reſt ſatisfied with be- 
lieving the Doctrine of the Trinity, which is Ineffable ? 

If you maintain that Men ought not to preſume to be able 
to define, in what particular Metaphyſical Manner, the Son de- 
rives his Being from the Father, becauſe the Scriprure has no 
where diſtinctly declared it, you may as well hold the Eter- 
pal Self-Exiftence and Godhead of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit; becauſe the Scriprure evidently aſſerts ſuch Things as 
to ſhew they are One God. This might more largely be pur- 
fued, bur I ſhall at preſent wave it. 

Upon the whole, I cannot, after all the Search that I have 
made, and I have taken ſome Pains about it, find a Scheme 
of Thoughts more agrecable ro the Divine Writings, than is 
that Doctrine, which is maintained by them who hold, that in 
the Godhead there are Three Perſons, the ſame in Subſtance, equal 
an Power and Glory. And the Attempts, which the brighteſt Men 
| have made to render the Doctrine of the Trinity a Matter with- 
out Myſtery, have diſcovered the Vanity of the Deſign. | 
Its being a Myſtery is no Prejudice to irs being a Truth, 
and that of the ſublimeſt Nature and higheſt Conſequence. 

And, certainly, it's much better to retain the old Doctrine, 
that has been delivered in the Scriptures to the Church, than to 
fall into Uncertainties, and at laſt into no Religion at all. 

What a great Man writes about the Defection of ſome 
Brigbe Men, is, in my Opinion, fo pertinent as to deſerve 
xo be thought of, more than once. | | 
Ego certe non poſſum ſatis admirari & ſuſpicere judicia 
Dei maxima & adoranda potius quim inveſtiganda ! quum - 
7 video viros, quos ille alioqui multis & admirandis cœle- 
ſtibuſque ornaverat Donis, & illorum operi, ad multorum 
* falurem, diu fuerar uſus, poſtmodum ab eodem exczcari, 
* ur, primis etiam fidei principiis abnegatis, fiant aperti in 
Deum Blaſphemi, & eo ſuas convertant Cogitationes, Ser- 
2 nꝛones, Scripta, Studia, ut ab ea Veritate, quam ante“, ers 
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a — sf 1 docuerunt diligentis, eoſdem averrans? 

1. I. 3. e | 
ey, to Whom his is particularly uſeful, have no Oc⸗ 
caſion that I ſhould turn it into Engliſh. 

I cannot think it will offend any reaſonable Man, if I 
conclude, with what is an Apology for my placing this 
— of the Trinity among the Fundamental Articles of our 

Religion, which, if a Man denies, he does ir, at the Ha- 
— * his Salvation. What I have to ſay, is in . 

ords. 

No Man of Reaſon can pretend to ſay, but God may 
5 * require us to take Notice of ſome Things, at our Peril 

to enquire into them; and to conſider them thoroughly. 
And Pretence of Want of greater Evidence will not excuſe 
* Careleſneſs, or unreaſonable Prejudices. When God has 
s vouchſafed all that Evidence, which was either fit for him 


to grant, or reaſonable for Men to deſire; or indeed 


* which the Nature of the Thing itſelf ro be proved was 
capable of. He, that can, with a candid Mind, write 


1 thus, muſt be ſelf. condemned, if he denies the Truth of 


that Doctrine, the Belief of which, I have, here, uncerrooh 
to prove, is _— to Salvation. 
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